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SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL 
PROCESS 


MONDAY, JUNE 8, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SupcoMMrIttee To Investigate THE ADMINISTRATION 
or THE INTERNAL Security Act, AND Ornuer INTERNAL 
Securtry Laws, or tHE COMMITTEE ON THE oJ UDICIARY, 
Chicago, Il. 

The subcommittee met at 2:15 p. m., pursuant to notice, in room 
209, Old Post Office Building, Chicago, Ill., Senator William E. 
Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner and Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Cratrman. The committee will come to order. 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee has been holding hear 
ings in Washington, New York, and Boston, on the extent of Com- 
munist penetration into the educational process of the United States. 
This subcommittee is charged by the United States Senate to investi- 
vate all subversion that affects the national interest with a view to- 
ward new legislation and to keeping the Internal Security Act abreast 
of changing conditions. 

It has been the practice of the subcommittee to receive evidence in 
executive session about the membership of certain educators in the 
Communist Party. The subcommittee also receives in executive ses 
sion certain evidence that is ambiguous with respect to educator’s 
membership in the Communist Party. To arrive at the truth, and in 
all fairness to the educators concerned, witnesses are called in execu- 
iive or private session and asked about the evidence. To date 75 educa- 
tors from university to elementary school level could not insert into 
the record denials under oath of their Communist Party membership 
and instead invoked the privilege against self-incrimination under the 
fifth amendment. All of them have been heard in open session. 

Others denied or explained the evidence and their cases have either 
been dismissed or are under further investigation—all with the protec 
‘ion of committee silence and with anonymity. 

This morning, senting to plan, the subcommittee held executive 
sessions. It heard 10 witnesses. Three of them admitted the sub- 
committee’s evidence on their past Communist membership, but be- 
cause they answered all questions they were excused; three denied 
Communist Party membership, and the subcommittee accepts their 
denials. Each of these three had varying associations with organiza- 
tions that,have been controlled by Communists, but the subcommittee 
has never used such associations as evidence of Communist Party mem- 
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bers] Ips and has alw ays elected to keep the records of suc ‘h witnesses 
secret, having in mind that only conclusive cases should see the light 
of day. 

Today, however, after receiving all kinds of assurance that their 
names would be kept secret, the three witnesses in this category issued 
statements to the press, violating the spirit of the session. 

They, as witnesses, can do what they wish, but I would like the 
record to show that their performance is not within the scope of 
our hearings. 

We will have order, please, or we will clear the courtroom. 

And now, at this open session we will proceed to hear the balance 
of the witnesses called this morning in executive session. Will you 
call the first witness, please ? 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Landau. 

The CuatrMan. Will you be sworn to testify, sir? 

Mr. Lanpav. I ask that the television lights be turned off. 

The Cuatrman. The witness has asked that the television cameras 
not be put upon him. If you wish to televise the committee, it is all 
right to televise the committee, but we will respect the witness’ request. 

Mr. Lanpav. I also asked that the lights be turned off. 

The CuairmMan. The lights will be turned off. 

Will you hold up yeur right hand and be sworn, please? Do you 
swear that the testimony you give in this hearing will be the truth, 


the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help \ you God? 
Mr. Lanpav. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HERMAN LANDAU, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED BY 
ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


The Cuamman. You may be seated. 

Mr. Jenner. May I make a statement for the record with respect 
to our appearances? 

The Cuarrman. That will be perfectly all right, but let’s get the 
witness’ name in the record, and then you can show that you are 
appearing for this witness and others if you care to. 

Mr. Jenner. His name is already in the record since you have 
called him. 

The CHamrmMan, This isa public record. We have been in executive 
session heretofore. Will you state your name to the committee? 

Mr. Lanpavu. My name is Herman Landau. 

The Cuatrrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Landau ? 

Mr. Lanpav. 5317 Dorchester Avenue, Chicago. 

The Cuatrman. Chicago, Il. ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, may I now enter our appearances, 
please ? 

The Cuatrman, Let the record show that Mr. Landau is before the 
committee with counsel, and now you may state your names and give 
your addresses and your appearances. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you. I am Albert E. Jenner, Jr., associated 
with Mr. Alex Elson. We are members of the Chicago bar and the 
Illinois bar, 
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The University of Chicago requested Mr. Elson and me to make 
ourselves available at the executive session this morning, and at the 
public session this afternoon, and at such sessions tomorrow as your 
honors may see fit to hold, because the university was of the view 
that the gentlemen who have been called should have available to them 
counsel, if they should wish to consult counsel. 

I have not heretofore represented any of these gentlemen and have 
uot known any of them up until the moment of today. Some of the 
witnesses tomorrow I have not met as yet. 

I also wish to state for the record that the University of Chicago 
is compensating Mr. Elson and me, and we are not being compensated 
by any of the respondents who are appearing at this hearing. 

I gather from your statement, Mr. Chairman, that pursuant to 
the usual practice of the committee, it is your intention this afternoon 
to call the four witnesses who invoked the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment ? 

The CHairmMan. I believe it was four. 

Mr. Jenner. I beg your pardon? 

The Cuatmman. I believe it was four. 

Mr. Jenner. Yes; I believe it is four. 

First, as to those three gentlemen who denied any Communist mem- 
bership or affiliation on their behalf, they wish me to say to the com- 
mittee that they desire to appear at this open and public hearing and 
testify and answer any questions which you gentlemen may see fit to 
put to them. 

The Cuatrman. I think we have sufficiently explained our position 
to them in executive session. They went out and gave a public state- 
ment. Had they not done that no one would have known they had been 
called before the committee, and we have no desire to use them in this 
session. 

Mr. Jenner. I quite appreciate that. Professor Carlson, Professor 
Eby, and Professor Burgess are the three gentlemen in question. 

Mr. Erson. Do I understand that you are declining to give them 
a public hearing ? 

The Cuatrman. We have had them in executive hearing. This 
committee is through with them. 

Mr. Exson. I wanted to have the record clear on that. 

The CuatrrmMan. The committee is through with them. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, on the other item of calling these par- 
ticular four witnesses, in view of the proceedings in executive com- 
mittee session today, on behalf of these four gentlemen I wish to put 
an inquiry to the chairman and to the chairman’s counsel, Mr. Morris, 
on the question of what legal right does the committee feel it has to 
make inquiry of these four respondents who have stated in executive 
session their invoking of the fifth amendment privilege. 

Doesn’t the holding of a public hearing and the selection of these 
{ men out of the 10 who testified this morning impair their privilege 
under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Jenner, you well know, I assume, from fol- 
lowing the procedure of this subcommitee, that in order to insure a 
good public 1 record the committee, before entering public sessions and 
opening its public record, engages in the prac tice of hearing in execu- 
tive session witnesses whose testimony may or may not be pertinent 
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to the committee. Until it has done that, until it has sifted the evi- 
dence before it, and determined what is responsible and what is 
irresponsible, and until it has determined what is accurate and what 
is inaccurate, to protect the good name of the people who may be able 
to explain away evidence in the committee files, to do all these things, 
as I say, the committee engages first in executive session, and elects 
to put only certain things in the public record. 

As you know, the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee has 
been charged by the United States Senate to determine whether or 
not subversion exists in the United States. One of the aspects of 
subversion has been the field of education. There has been an assault 
led by Soviet superiors in —— ow against the educational process of 
the United States, and it is in pursuance of that inquiry that the 
subcommittee is going to call and ask for the testimony of four 
witnesses here this afternoon. 

In line with that well-established practice, the committee will 
hear these four witnesses. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Morris. 

The CuarrMan. Just a moment, please. Mr. Jenner? 

Mr. Jenner. May I suggest respectfully, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. 
Morris has given a very good statement of the practices of the com- 
mittee, but he has not answered my question as to the legal basis for 
the calling of these four men in a public hearing, as against having 
already examined them in executive session. 

The public hearing, and the selecting of these men in this fashion 
is, in our opinion, a comment upon the right of the witness to invoke 
the fifth amendment privilege, and is itself a violation of their con- 
stitutional rights. It is that question which I put to you, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Of course, you have just given an expression as to your 
opinion. 

Mr. Jenner. I appreciate that, sir. 

Mr. Morris. The subcommittee, as you know, is acting under Senate 
authority, and it is well-established by Senate resolution that has 
been continued now through three sessions of Congress. This commit- 
tee was originally set up in 1951. It was set up after the Internal 
Security Act became law, and the Senate has been acting under those 
resolutions which have been prolonged. 

The CHairman. And I might add, that so far as the policy and 
procedure of the committee is concerned, the executive session is 
merely for the protection of the innocent, and those we do not want 
to bring into open session, because our information is not always 
accurate, it is not always true. Some is ambiguous, and so forth. 
We want the witness to have every advantage and we want to protect 
the innocent. 

Furthermore, if we did not come into public session with those that 
we deem proper to be put in public session, this committee would be 
accused of conducting a star-chamber proceeding. 

Furthermore, for your information—and I am sure you know this 
to be true—we are a congressional committee duly constituted by law. 
It is not a court we sit here as. We are sitting here as a congressional 
committee, and the privilege we grant to counsel is merely a privilege, 
and we extend that privilege not only in open session, but we even 
permit the witness to come into executive session with counsel, as you 
know from the procedure this morning. 
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That is our procedure, and we are ready to proceed, 

Mr. Jenner. I appreciate that, Senator—Mr. Chairman—that 
those are the objectives of the committee, and your purpose in screen- 
ing and protecting witnesses from unnecessary charges and unfounded 
charges, but the committee has already ascertained that these four men 
are invoking the fifth amendment privilege, and to require them to 
invoke it in public session, the committee having already ascertained 
all it can ascertain from these witnesses, is a violation of their consti- 
tutional rights. 

The Cuarman. But the private session is a private session. That 
is an executive record, and the executive record cannot be used even 
in reporting our results and findings to the Congress, and we are duty- 
bound to make suggestions to the Congress, so therefore we must have 
an open record in order to do that. 

Mr. Jenner. Perhaps the chairman may enlighten me. Is it 
within the power of the committee, Mr. Chairman, to make the execu- 
tive session transcript public, if you wish ? 

Mr. Morris. That has been done on certain occasions, but it is 
against the policy of the committee, because the subcommittee feels 
whatever evidence is put in the record should be known figuratively 
by the whole world. If we have a witness who is going to put evidence 
in the record, everybody should have a right to see what he looks like, 
and that is particularly true in the case of people who testify about 
their own experiences and possibly involve other people. I mean, 
we can’t have people identified as Communists by witnesses who re 
main unseen. We would be open to all kinds of charges, as you can 
readily see. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank vou. Mr. Morris, 1 would suggest that you 
check the authorities on this question. 

Mr. Morris. We have. 

The Cuarrman. We have. Proceed with the questioning of the 
witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Landau, I might suggest that your voice is very 
low. We had trouble with that in executive session, so if you would 
speak into one of those little devices before you, I think the chairman 
will have less difficulty hearing you. 

Mr. Landau, from what universities have you obtained your degrees ? 

Mr. Lanpav. I obtained a bachelor’s degree and master’s degree at 
Carnegie Institute of Technology, and my doctor of philosophy degree 
at the University of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Morris. Carnegie Institute of Technology ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And your doctor of philosophy degree from the Uni- 
versity of Pittsburgh ? 

Mr. Lanpav. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when did you obtain your bachelor’s degree, Mr. 
Landau? 

Mr. Lanpav. In 1932. 

Mr. Morris. In 1932? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you obtain your doctor’s degree? 

Mr. Lanpav. In 146, 

Mr. Morris. In oe 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, s 
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Mr. Morris. Now, what has been the extent of your teaching during 
your lifetime, Mr. Landau? 
~ Mr. Lanpav. I have taught at the University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. I wish you would try to speak up. ‘The stenotype 
reporter cannot hear you. 

Mr. Lanpav. I taught at the University of Chicago, since I came 
here in 1949. That was my only full-time teaching. I did part-time 
teaching at other places. 

Mr. Morris. Where else have you taught ? 

Mr. Lanpav. I taught at the University of Delaware. 

Mr. Morris. At the University of Delaware? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. When? 

Mr. Lanpav. In the fall of 1948. 

Mr. Morris. In the fall of 1948? 

Mr. Lanpavu. Yes, sir. And currently I am doing part-time teach- 
ing at the Illinois Institute of Technology. 

Mr. Morris. Part-time at the Illinois Institute of Technology ¢ 

Mr. Lanpav. Correct. 

Mr. Morris. Where else ¢ 

Mr. Lanpav. So far as I can recall, that is the extent of my teach- 
Ing. 

Mr. Morris. That is the extent of it? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What is your position on the University of Chicago 
faculty now ¢ 

Mr. Lanpav. Research associate with the rank of assistant pro- 
fessor on the Committee on Mathematical Biology. 

Mr. Morris. On the committee on Mathematical Biology? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you are assistant researech—— 

Mr. Lanpav. Research associate. 

Mr. Morris. With the rank of assistant professor? 

Mr. Lanpav. Of assistant professor. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you worked for the United States Army, did you 
not, Mr. Landau ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes. I was employed by the War Department. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Will you tell us about your employment 
with the War Department, and any other Government employment 
that you have had in the past ? 

Mr. Lanpav. During the time I was an undergraduate, I was em- 
ployed by the post office, part-time, substitute postal clerk. 

During from May of 1941 to the end of 1948 I was employed by the 
War Department in Washington and at the Aberdeen Proving 
Grounds in Maryland. 

Mr. Morris. In the Aberdeen Proving Grounds? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us what you did with the War Depart- 
ment in Washington ? 

Mr. Lanpavu. May I consult with my attorneys? 

he Cuatrman. You may consult your counsel at any time. 

Now, will you speak up, please, just as loud as you can, 

Mr. Jenner. He finds it a ry difficult, as we found this morning, to 
speak up. 
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Mr, Lanpav. I was first a statistician, working on the scheduling of 
Quartermaster supplies. Later 1 was a mathematician working on 
Ordnance research. 

Mr. Morris. A mathematician at Ordnance? 

Mr. Lanpav. Ordnance research. 

The Crairman. On Ordnance research ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do at the Aberdeen Proving Grounds? 

Mr. Lanpav. That was my employment at the Aberdeen Proving 
Grounds. 

Mr. Morris. How long altogether did you hold that employment 
with the War Department ¢ 

Mr. Lanpav. For a total period of 7—well, about 714 years, 

Mr. Morris. Seven and a half years / 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. This was during World War II? 

Mr. Lanpav. During and after. 

The CHatrMan. During and after? 

Mr. Lanpav. And before, also. 

The Cuarrman. And before ? 

Mr. LAnbDav. —_ sir. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. how you hold a derivative United States citizenship, 
do you not, Mr. Landau? 

Mr. Lanpav. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Landau, were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party when you received your bachelor’s degree from Carnegie 
Institute back in 1932? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment to decline 
to answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is on the grounds that you shall not be required 
to be a witness against yourself / ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Well, I believe that is the wording of the amendment. 
I am not sure. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you obtained your Ph. D. degree in 1946? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment to decline 
to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party while you 
worked for the War Department in Washington? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Landau, do you mean to tell this committee 
that if you gave an honest answer to that question, that you might tend 
to incriminate yourself? 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, the chairman’s comment is a comment 
on the claim of the privilege of the fifth amendment, and to ask the 
witness to answer that question is in itself a denial and repairment of 
his right to claim his rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Exson. I believe the chairman is familiar with the Federal 
court rule that no inference is to be drawn from the making of the 
privilege, and we are calling that to the chairman’s attention. 

The CratrMan. I just asked the question whether or not he an- 
swered that question truthfully, if he answered that question truth- 
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fully that it might tend to incriminate him. You may consult with 
your attorneys. 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

The Cuairman. That isright. The committee recognizes that right 
to refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were working at the Aberdeen Proving Grounds? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever transmitted confidential Government 
information to any unauthorized person, Mr. Landau ? 

Mr. Lanpav. Will you repeat th: it question ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever transmitted classified information to 
any unauthorized person ? 

Mr. Lanpav (consulting with attorneys). No. 

The CuarrMan. Just a moment, gentlemen. We want the answers 
of the witness. Counsel, we are glad to have you here, and if the 
witness wants to consult with counsel he may do so at any time, but 
when we ask a question let him answer, unless he wants to confer 
with you. 

Mr. Jenner. I understand, and you are perfectly right. The wit- 
ness sought to ask us whether that came within the fifth amendment 
privilege, and he would then proceed to answer the questions. We 
have not told him what to answer. We don’t know the facts. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Lanpav. I understand I have been asked whether I have at any 
time transferred classified information knowingly to any unauthor- 
ized person—— 

Mr. Morris. I did not put the word “knowingly” in there. 

Mr. Lanpav. I put the word “knowingly” in there, and I resent 
your implication. 

Mr. Morris. There was no implication intended, 

Mr. Lanpav. There certainly was. 

Mr. Morris. Maybe you drew an inference. 

Mr. Lanpav. You intended that an inference be drawn. 

Mr. Morris. You have a perfect right to answer the question, Mr. 
Landau. =~ 

Mr. Lanpav. I answered the question, “No.” 

Mr. Morris. You were active in the Civil Rights Congress in 1952? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a sponsor for the committee to secure justice 
in the Rosenberg case in 1952? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the Communist Party now, Mr. 
Landau ? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

The CHarrman. Are there any further questions? If there are 
no further questions you may be excused. 

Mr. Morrts. I am sorry. I do have one more question, Senator. 
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Have you attended Communist Party meetings while you have been 
in Chicago? 

Mr. Lanpav. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment to 
decline to answer. 

The CHairman. You may be excused. 

Call the next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Horton. 

Mr. Exson. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Horton does not wish to have the 
television 

The CuarrmMan. I think they understand that. 

Will you raise your right hand and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear the testimony you give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Horron. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF DONALD HORTON, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW 


The Cuatrman. Will you state your name to the committee ? 

Mr. Horron. My name is Donald Horton. 

The CHatrrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Horton? 

Mr. Horron. I reside at 2531 East 73d Street. 

The CuHarrMan. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Horron. I am an assistant professor in the department of so- 
ciology at the University of Chicago. 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Jenner. May the record show that the comments with respect 
to the fifth-amendment privilege and the right of the committee 
to proceed, which I made in connection with Mr. Landau, apply as 
well on behalf of this witness ¢ 

The Cuarrman,. Allright. The record will so show. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Horton, what degress do you hold ¢ 

Mr. Horron. I have a bachelor’s degree from the University of 
Pennsylvania and a Ph. D. from Yale University. 

Mr. Morris. What year did you obtain those degrees? 

Mr. Horron. The bachelor’s degree was awarded me in 1936, and 
the Ph. D. in 1948. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present position, Mr. Horton ? 

Mr. Horron. I am an assistant professor in the department of 
sociology. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you held that position? 

Mr. Horton. Two years. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Horton, have you been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Horron. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you join the Communist Party? 

Mr. Horron. Probably in 1935 or 1936. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you at that time? 


. 


Mr. Horron. At the University of Pennsylvania, 
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Mr. Morris. What kind of a unit or a cell were you assigned to at 
that time / 

Mr. Horton. Just a cell. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe it? What was it? Was it a student 
cell, or was it made up of students and faculty members ¢ 

Mr. Horron. Of both. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the size of the cell ? 

Mr. Horton. Perhaps a dozen persons. 

Mr. Morris. How many of those were faculty and how many stu- 
dents / 

Mr. Horron. I could not recall. 

Mr. Morrts. How long did you stay at the University of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. Horton. Well, I took my bachelor’s degree in 1935, and I took 
occasional graduate work until 1939. 

Mr. Morris. At the University of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Horron. Right. 

Mr. Morris. Did you remain in that cell during that period ? 

Mr. Horton. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do after 1939? 

Mr. Horron. I went to Yale University as a graduate student. 

Mr. Morris. Were you assigned by the Communist Party to still 
another unit at New Haven ? 

Mr. Horton. I don’t think there was any question of assignment. 

Mr. Morris. You voluntarily rejoined ? 

Mr. Horron. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was the nature of that cell ? 

Mr. Horton. Students of the university, a few faculty members, 
and others not connected with the university. 

Mr. Morris. What was the size of the cell ? 

Mr. Horton. Probably a dozen or so. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you remain in New Haven? 

Mr. Horron. Until 1943 

Mr. Morris. And what did you do in 1943. 

Mr. Horton. In 1943 I was appointed research assistant to the In- 
stitute of Human Relations at Yale University, and I was also ap- 
pointed a consultant to the War Department to the Morale Service 
Division, the Research Branch, and I spent the following year in 
Washington. 

Mr. Morrts. I see. Now, did you at that time withdraw from the 
Communist Party, Mr. Horton ? 

Mr. Horron. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Was it the Communist Party’s policy to ask its members 
to withdraw in connection with their becoming assigned to the War 
Department ? 

Mr. Horron. I believe it was. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have any additional reasons for resigning 
from the Communist Party, other than the one you just indicated ? 

Mr. Horton. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Morris. What were your other reasons? 

Mr. Horron. Chiefly that there was no reason why I should remain 
a member of the party to do the kind of work I was going to do in 
Washington. 
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Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Horton, did you formally resign from the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Horron. I did, so far as any formality was involved. 

Mr. Morris. Now, are you presently a member of the Communist 
Party, Mr. Horton? 

Mr. Horron. I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Horton, will you tell us who the senior faculty 
member of the unit at the University of Pennsylvania was? 

Mr. Horron. I regret to say that I must decline to answer this 
question on three grounds: 

One, on the ground of my privilege against self-incrimination under 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution; secondly, a moral ground, 
that it is deeply re pugni int to one of my strongest convictions to play 
the role of informer; and thirdly, because I challenge the authority of 
this committee to conduct this inquiry. 

(There was a demonstration by the audience.) 

The CuarrmMan. We will have order or we will have to clear the 
room. 

Now, Mr. Reporter, what was the first ground ¢ 

(The record was read by the reporter, as follows: “On the ground 
of my privilege against self-incrimination” ) 

The Carman, Very well. The committee recognizes your right 
to refuse to answer this question under the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, and that is the policy of this com- 
mittee, but in this particular case you have opened up this field of 
inquiry. You have stated that you were a member of the Communist 
Party; that you belonged to a cell at the University of Pennsylvania ; 
and when you went to Yale you joined there, you belonged to a cell 
there; in both of these cells there were students, professors, and other 
people. 

Now, you have attorneys here. You have opened up this field 
and I do not believe you are allowed to be the judge when you pull 
the curtain down and refuse to give this committee testimony. You 
have opened the field up. We are entitled to know. 

(Witness confers with attorneys. ) 

The CuarrMan. So I direct you to answer the question. Will you 
read the question again, Mr. Reporter? 

(The record was read as follows: “Question. Mr. Horton, will you 
tell us who the senior faculty member of the unit at the University of 
Pennsylvania was ?”’) 

Mr. Horton. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to answer that question 
on the grounds previously stated, all three of them. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Horton, have you had ample time to consult with 
your two attorneys on this particular point ? 

Mr. Horron. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, I object, on the ground that it is an 
invasion of the privilege of relationship between attorney and client. 

The Cuamman. The objection is overruled. The witness answered 
the question and he said yes that he had. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Horton, will you tell us who the ranking 
or the senior member, senior faculty member of the cell at New Haven 
was during the time that you were in that particular unit. 

Mr. Horron. I decline to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 
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The Cuamman. Mr. Horton, I direct you to answer that question. 

Mr. Horvon. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions. 

The Cramman. If there are no further questions you may be 
excused, Mr. Horton. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Friedman. 

Mr. Exson. Mr. Chairman, this witness doesn’t want television 
either. 

The CuHatrrman. Very well. Will you raise your right hand and be 
sworn, please. 

Will you swear that the testimony you give in this hearing will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. FriepMan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL FRIEDMAN, PALOS PARK, ILL., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


The Cuatrman. Will you state your name to the committee? 

Mr. Frrepman. Samuel Friedman. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Friedman. 

Mr. Frrepman. I live in Palos Park, Ill. 

The CHarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Frrepman. Well, I am a truck driver and a student. 

The Cyarrman. A truck driver and a student ? 

Mr. FrrepMAn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris, with the questioning of the 
witness. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, may the record show the same state- 
ment on behalf of this witness as was made on behalf of the first 
two witnesses. 

The CHairman. The same record will be made. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Friedman, will you tell us where you work now? 

Mr. Friepman. I work in the University of Chicago Press. 

Mr. Morris. The University of Chicago Press? 

Mr. Friepman. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What are your duties at the University of Chicago 
Press ? 

Mr. FrrepMan. They are the conventional duties of any truck 
driver. I deliver and pick up things, and carry whatever has to be 
carried for the press—books, mail, whatever it is. 

Mr. Morris. Will you amplify on that a bit for us, please? 

Mr. FrrepMan. Well, do you want me to go through the routine of 
a day? 

Mr. Morris. I would like you to give a more full explanation of 
what your duties are in connection with your deliveries. 

Mr. FrrepMan. Well, I deliver the mail, that is, the books that the 
University Press delivers or sends by the mail to its customers. I 
take those books to the post-office and mail them. I do pickups around 
the campus for various departments that want material delivered 
from one section of the campus to the other, and go down to the 
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Loop 1 day each week and take care of whatever delivery the various 
departments want. 

That is about the sum total of the activities involved in my occupa- 
tion. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you hold any degrees at this time? 

Mr. FriepMan. I have a bachelor’s degree from Roosevelt College. 

Mr. Morris. Roosevelt College ? 

Mr. FriepmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Morrts. When did you obtain your bachelor’s degree from 
Roosevelt College ¢ 

Mr. FrrepMAN. In the summer of 1949, 

Mr. Morris. And what college are you in here at the university ? 

Mr. FriepMan. I am in the social science division, history depart 
ment. 

Mr. Morris. Social science division of the history department ? 

Mr. FrrepMan. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been in that department ? 

Mr. FrrepMan. I have been there on and off about 4 years. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Friedman, are you at the present time a 
member of the Communist Party / 

Mr. FrrepmMan. Mr. Chairman, I refuse to answer that question on 
the grounds it would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
graduated from Roosevelt College / 

Mr. Frrepman. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend meetings of the American Youth for 
Democracy while you were at Roosevelt College ? 

Mr. Frrepman. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party while you have been a student at the University of Chicago? 

Mr. FriepMan. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party during the term of your employment at the Chicago University 
Press? 

Mr. Frrepman. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been on the National Committee of the 
American Youth for Democracy ? 

Mr. Friepman. | refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think the record shows that the 
American Youth for Democracy is a successor to the Young Com- 
munist League and is sufficiently connected with the Communist 
organization 

Mr. Jenner. What record is that? 

The CuarrMan. The record of this committee. 

Mr. Jenner. Not today? 

The CuairMan, Not today, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Would you feel better if we read a citation at this 
time? 

Mr. Jenner. I would not feel good or bad, either way; [am making 
an inquiry. 
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Mr. Morris. Will you read it. Mr. Mandel? 

Mr. MANpbEL. The American Youth for Democrac LY has been cited 
as subversive and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark in a 
letter to the Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947, and 
September 21, 1948. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions of this witness? 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions. 

The CHairMan. Senator Butler, do you have any questions? 

Senator Burier. No. 

The CuatrMan. If there are no further questions you will be ex- 
— 

‘all your next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Kipnis. 

The CrarrMan. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn to 
testify. 

Do you swear the testimony you give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Krpnts. I do. 

The CuarrMan. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF IRA AARON KIPNIS, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW 


The CuarrMan. Will you state your name for the committee ? 

Mr. Krenis. Ira Kipnis. 

The CuarrMan. Where do you reside, Mr. Kipnis? 

Mr. Krenis. 1352 East 48th Street. 

The Cuamman, And what is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Kipnis. I am a full-time student at the University of Chicago 
Law School. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Jenner. May the record show—excuse me, Mr. Morris, but 
may the record show the same statement that was made on behalf of 
the other three witnesses. 

The Cuatrman. The record will show in each case. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kipnis, your full name is Ira Aaron Kipnis, is it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Kipnts. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a part-time instructor of social science 
at the University of Chicago? 

Mr. Kirnis. I have been. 

Mr. Morris. For what period of time? 

Mr. Kipnis. Two months. 

Mr. Morris. During what year? 

Mr. Kipnis. 1946. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold, Mr. Kipnis? 

Mr. Krpenis. I hold the degrees of bachelor of music from North- 
western, master of music from Northwestern, master of arts in history 
from the University of Chicago, doctor of philosophy in history from 
the University of Chicago—that is all. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kipnis, have you been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ?¢ 
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Mr. Krents. I must decline to answer that question for a number of 
reasons, Mr. Morris: 

First, claiming the privilege of the fifth amendment, I decline to 
answer that question on the ground that the answer might tend to 
incriminate me; second, also under the fifth amendment, I consider 
this entire investigation a denial of due process of law, that unde 
the guise of investigating legislation this committee is actually hold 
ing a trial in which it is trying to give publicity and blacklist mem- 
bers of the teaching profession and student body, and intimidate 
those students and teachers; third, I deny the authority of this com- 
mittee to conduct this investigation and, therefore, I have no reasons 
to answer its questions, because the whole investigation is a violation 
of the first amendment to our Constitution. The first amendment of 
our Constitution denies Congress the power to abridge the freedom of 
speech, the freedom of assembly, and the freedom of American citi- 
zens to petition their Government. It seems to me the purpose of this 
investigation is to frighten American citizens, to frighten teachers, 
and to frighten students, to prevent them from deciding the kind of 
conduct they want on the part of their Government. 

Senator Burien. We don’t seem to have frightened you at this 
point. 

Mr. Kipnts. No, you have not, but I am concerned not only about 
myself, but about others. 

The Cnarrman. The committee, of course, recognizes the first 
reason for refusal to answer; the others, the committee does not 
recognize. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kipnis, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you made that state ment there at that time? 

Mr. Kipnis. Mr. Morris, I decline to answer that question for every 
one of the reasons I prev ao gave you. 

Mr. Morris. Have you conferred with persons you know to be mem- 
bers of the Communist Party in connection with the statement you 
just made? 

Mr. Krenis. Mr. Morris, I decline to answer that question for all the 
reasons I previously gave you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kipnis, were you on the faculty of the Abraham 
Lincoln School at any time? 

Mr. Kripnis. Mr. Morris, I decline to answer that question for the 
reasons I previously gave you. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended classes at the Abraham Lincoln 
School ? 

Mr. Kipnis. Mr. Morris, I decline to answer that question for the 
reasons I previously gave you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record a citation on 
the Abraham Lincoln School. 

Mr. Manpet. The Abraham Lincoln School has been cited as an 
adjunct of the Communist Party by Attorney General Tom Clark in 
a letter to the Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947. 

Mr. Krents. May I ask this committee a question? I would like to 
know the meaning of this citation in relation to the statement made by 
the chairman of this subcommittee to one of the attorneys here that 
this committee does not use such organizations as any reference to 
members appearing as witnesses before it. 
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The CuarmMman. That is a matter for our committee records, as to 
what the Abraham Lincoln School is. 

Mr. Kipnis. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the National Council for 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions ¢ 

Mr. Kress, Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer that question for 
the reasons I have previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a speaker in the year 1949 before the Con- 
gress of American Women ? 

Mr. Kipnis. Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer that question for 
the reasons previously given. 

The Crarman. Let the same record be shown—or rather, let the 
record show that the reason given for refusing to answer under the 
fifth amendment is recognized by the committee, but as to the balance 
of the reasons, we do not recognize them. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the International Workers 
Order ? 

Mr. Krents. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a speaker before the Young Progres- 
sives of America in the year 1948? 

Mr. Kipnts. I would like to consult with my counsel on that one. 

The Cuarmman. You may consult with your counsel. 

Mr. Krenis. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Where else have you taught, Mr. Kipnis, other than on 
the University of Chicago faculty ? 

Mr. Kipenis. You mean besides those 2 months you asked me about ? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

Mr. Krents. For about 4 years and 10 months after that I also taught 
on the University of Chicago faculty as a full-time instructor. After 
that I taught for 10 months as assistant professor of history at the 
University of Kentucky. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Now, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you were a teacher at the University of Kentucky ¢ 

Mr. Krpnis. Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer that question for 
the following reasons: 

Iirst, I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment, and decline 
to answer a question which answer might tend to incriminate myself ; 
secondly, I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that this 
whole proceeding is a denial of due process guaranteed by the fifth 
amendment ; third, I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
this whole proceeding is a violation of the first amendment of our 
Constitution. And I would like to remind this committee that the 
10th amendment of our Constitution states that those powers not 
granted by the Constitution to the United States Government are 
reserved to the people and to the States. 

The Cuairman. The committee, of course, recognizes your refusal 
to answer under the fifth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, on the grounds that your answer might tend to incriminate 
you—but as to the other reasons, the committee does not recognize 
them as a proper refusal to answer. 

Besides, let me state, if you would make a truthful answer to that 
question of “No, I was not a Communist when I taught at the Univer- 
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sity of Kentuc Ky,” it would not incriminate you in any sense of the 
word. 

Mr. Kipnis. May I point out to the chairman that that comment is 
improper, since this committee recognizes the fifth amendment as 
part of our Constitution and recognizes it as a proper reply to any 
question asked by this committee, it seems to me that this committee 
must also recognize that the meaning of this amendment, as inter- 
preted by our United States Supreme Court, is a proper answer given 
by an innocent witness as well as by a guilty one, 

The Cuatrrman. We recognize that. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Kipnis 

The Cuatmman. | am going to ask the audience to withhold all 
further public demonstrations. We have been very patient. This is 
four times you have interrupted. If it happens again we will have to 
clear the courtroom. 

You may proceed, Mr, Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Kipnis, were you a member of the Communist 
Party for the 4 years you were a full-time instructor on the University 
of Chicago faculty ¢ 

Mr. Kipnis. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously given, 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party in Chicago? 

Mr. Kipnis. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously given. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions. 

The Cuatrman. If there are no further questions you will be 
excused. 

The committee will stand in recess until tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 3:15 p. m., the committee recessed until Tuesday, 
June 9, 1953.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 1953 


UnNitrep STatTes SENATE, 
SusBcoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act, AND Otruer INTERNAL 


Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
( hica ( ; Fit. 


The subcommittee met at 11:30 a. m.., pursuant to adjow acid in 
room 209, Old Post Office Building, Chicago, Ill., Senator William 
KE. Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee), presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The CuairmMan. The committee will come to order: 

In all of its hearings to date, og United States Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee has made it a practice that in interrog ating i 
witnesses it does not seek to probe into the minds of the Nation's edu- 
cators. We are not concerned with their political views; nor are we 
concerned with the affairs of universities throughout the country, 
and we have carefully avoided interfering with the administration 
of any faculty of any university. 

We have asserted time and time again that our inquiry is directed 
only toward educators’ participation in the Communist Party organi- 
zation, Which our record amply shows is directed by Soviet authori- 
ties in Moscow. 

By protecting the academic community from this international 
conspiracy, with its totalitarian thought control, and its rigidly regu- 
lated educational program, we are confident that the subcommittee 
affords protection to academic freedom which we cherish, and to the 
right of dissent, and to the right to pursue free inquiry everywhere. 

Now, we have had before this committee an outstanding member of 
the Communist organization, a member of the national Communist 
organization, probably the highest Communist American in the field 
of education at one time, and I want to quote .from her testimony, 


Bella V. Dodd: 


No Communist, who knows he is a Communist, can be a free agent. He is a 
soldier in the international army of world communism, and he has a devotion 
to that principle over and above anything else there may be. It is not like just 
being an ordinary liberal or an ordinary radical. You are a part of an interna 
tional movement, and you are coordinated with your committees and your or 
ganization. You meet at least once every 2 weeks with the people who are at 
the party apparatus. There is no such thing as freedom for a Communist « 
lege teacher. 
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Now, there has been some misunderstanding about the purpose of 
this committee, and I make this statement in order to clarify it. 

Now, we will proceed with the first witness. Call your first witness. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Socolar. 

Mr. Socotar. Mr. Chairman, I object to the newsreels and these 
bright lights. 

The CuarrMan. We ask you not to put television on the witness, 
but if you care to leave it on the committee, it is perfectly all right. 

Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you give in this hearing will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the tr uth, so help you God? 

Mr. Socorar. I do. 

The CuarrMan. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF SIDNEY J. SOCOLAR, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW 


The Cuarrman. Will you state your name to the committee, your 
full name, please. 

Mr. Soco.tar. Sidney J. Socolar. 

The Cratrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Socolar? 

Mr. Socoiar. 6153 South Drexel Avenue, Chicago. 

The Cuarrman. And what is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Socotar. I am employed as an instructor in physical sciences in 
the College of the University of Chicago. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris, with the questioning of the 
witness. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Jenner. 

Mr. Jenner. Do I understand correctly that this is a continuation 
of the proceedings that were had yesterday ? 

The Carman, It is. 

Mr. Jenner. And the record which was made yesterday is part of 
this record—this is a continuation of that record ¢ 

The Cuatrman. It isa continuation of the record. In other words, 
you want to show your appearance here for these witnesses that are 
called. It is a continuation of the record. You may restate your 
appearance, if you care to. 

Mr. Jenner. No, sir; I just wanted to show that we appeared at 
the request of the University of Chicago. 

The Cuamrman. You appeared at the request of the University of 
Chicago, and you are being paid by the University of Chicago. 

Mr. Jenner. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. We will carry forward the same record on that. 

Mr. Jenner. For the purpose of the record, my statement yesterday 
that we regard and raise the question of the legality of proceeding 
to examine these witnesses who have, in executive committee, claimed 
their privilege under the fifth amendment, that in seeking to examine 
them in public session following the executive session is in itself an 
invasion of the privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrMAN. We understand your position, and I think the 
record is replete and complete with the statements that you made 
yesterday as to how we proceed and why we proceed in this fashion. 
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Mr. Jenner. I asked Mr. Morris yesterday if he would give me the 
legal grounds for that position, and he expl: uined the procedure, but 
not the legal grounds. Have you any further statement to make on 
your legal position, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. I have no further statement, Mr. Jenner, but a copy of 
the official Senate resolution will be sent to your law offices. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you. I think you told us yesterday in execu 
tive session that you woul | be kind e nough to send me a copy. 

The Cuamman. We will send you the authorization of the subcom- 
mittee to act for the United States Senate. 

Mr. Morris. Will one CcOpy be enough, Mr. Jenner 4 

Mr. Jenner. You had better make two. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Elson, do you want one also? 

Mr. Exuson. Yes. 

The Cuairman. We will see that you get a copy of the authority. 

You may proceed with your questioning, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Socolar, where were you born / 

Mr. Socotar. I was born in Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Morris. Was most of your early education undertaken in 
Baltimore ? 

Mr. Socotar. All of it. 

Mr. Morris. What universities did you go to to obtain your A. B. 
degree ? 

Mr. Socotar. The Johns Hopkins University. 

Mr. Morris. In what class were you ? 

Mr. Socotar. Undergraduate ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Socotar. February 1948. 

Mr. Morris. You were in the class of 1943 at Johns Hopkins? 

Mr. Soconar. February 1948, 

Mr. Morris. February 1943 ¢ 

Mr. Socouar. Yes sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you do any postgraduate work ? 

Mr. Soconar. I did graduate work; yes. 

Mr. Morris. What graduate work did you do? 

Mr. Soconar. I obtained an M. A. at Johns Hopkins, and I obtained 
i Ph. D. in chemistry at Johns Hopkins. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us in what years you obtained each of 
those degrees ? 

Mr. Soconar. 1944 and 1945, respectively. I should also add that I 
have engaged in some graduate study at the University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. When did you do that ? 

Mr. Socontar. Between 1947 and 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been on the faculties—or rather, you have 
been on the faculties of what universities ? 

Mr. Soconar. The Johns Hopkins, as a student, and in the Pennsyl 
vania State College, the University of Illinois undergraduate division 
in Chicago and the Unive rsity of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do during the years 1945 to 1946? 

Mr. Soconar. I was employed by the department of chemistry at 
the Johns Hopkins University in research. 

Mr. Morris. And during the academic year 1946-47 you had a post 
doctoral fellowship; did you not ? 

Mr. Socotar. That is right. 
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Mr. Morris. At the University of Pennsylvania, was that? 

Mr. Socotar. At the Pennsylvania State College. 

Mr. Morris. At the Pennsylvania State College? 

Mr. Socouar. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And what did you do during the academic year of 
1948-49 ¢ . 

Mr. Socotar. During the academic year 1948-49, I was a full-time 
student. 

Mr. Morris. And then you came to the University of Chicago in 
what year? 

Mr. Socoiar. I came there as a student in 1947, 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Socotar. And I came there to teach in 1950, 

Mr. Morris. And you have been teaching at the university since 
that time ? 

Mr. Socoiar. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Socolar, will you give us the subject of your 
thesis? 

Mr. Soconar. Although I don’t recall the exact title, I will give 
you the essence of the subject. It related to materials and methods 
for the detection of heat radiation. 

Mr. Morris. And you wrote that in what year? 

Mr. Socotar. 1945. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Socolar, when you were an undergraduate at 
Johns Hopkins University and with particularity during the years 
1942 and 1943, were you a member of the Young Communist League ? 

Mr. Socotar. Mr. Morris, I would decline to answer that question 
for the following reasons: 

In the first place, it seems to me that this is an invasion of my 
privacy, and in this sense a violation of the first amendment. 

In the second place, it seems to me that I may invoke the privilege 
against incriminating myself, and this is in line with the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cuamman. The committee recognizes your right under the 
fifth amendment to refuse to answer any question which might tend 
to incriminate you, but the committee does not recognize your right 
under the first amendment. 

Mr. Soconar. I understand that, but I happen to feel I have a right 
under the first amendment, even though you do not recognize it. 

The CuarrMan. You stated it. 

Mr. Morris. Did you join the Communist Party in 1943? 

Mr. Socotar. Is that a question ? 

Mr. Morris. That is a question. 

Mr. Socoxiar. I would decline to answer that question for the rea- 
sons previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you remained a member of the Communist Party 
from 1943 down to date? 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline to answer that question also for the 
reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of executive committee of the 
executive district committee of the Communist Party during the year 
1944, while you were doing postgraduate work at Johns" ieshins 
University ? 
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Mr. Socorar. I would also decline to answer that question for the 
reasons previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. The same record will be made. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a gentleman named Phillip Frankfeld ¢ 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline to answer that question for the rea 
sons previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Phillip Frankfeld, Mr. Chairman, has been dis 
trict organizer of the Communist Party of Baltimore. 

Do you know a member of the Johns Hopkins faculty named Owen 
Lattimore ? 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline to answer that question for the rea- 
sons previously stated. 

(There was a demonstration by the audience.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, just a moment. You are here as our guests. 
This is a very serious matter, and please, please, make no demon 
strations. I don’t want to have to clear the courtroom. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of these respondents, we 
would also appreciate it if there would be no demonstrations. 

The CHarmman. Thank you, Mr. Jenner. You may proceed, Mr. 
Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what did you do during the war, Mr. Socolar? 

Mr. Socoar. Sir? 

Mr. Morris. What was your war work ? 

Mr. Socotar. I was employed by the Johns Hopkins University in 
a line of research that was indicated by my dissertation topic, which 
was previously cited. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you did work in radiation ? 

Mr. Socotar. And materials connected with radiation—with ra- 
diation detection. 

Mr. Morris. And on the basis of that work in radiation detection 
and radiation, and materials connected with radiation, you were 
granted a deferment of service in the Armed Forces, isn’t that cor 
rect / 

Mr. Socotar. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. In specializing in that work did you have access to any 
classified Government information along those lines? 

Mr. Socouar. I had access to classified information that was in- 
tended for use by Government agencies. 

Mr. Morris. And is it your position, Mr. Socolar, in connection 
with our inquiry that was directed toward the nature of that work 
that you would like to confer with security authorities in order to 
determine whether or not you will give answers as to the precise 
nature of the work you did along those lines ? 

Mr. Socotar. I don’t feel at the moment that I have an exact rec 
ollection of what elements of that work have been declassified, and 
what have not. I would not like to jeopardize the security aspects of 
the work involved. 

Mr. Morris. I suggest, Senator, even though the committee may 
have the right to inquire into that, in the interest of national security 
that we defer questioning this witness at this time about precise de- 
tails of work performed by the witness at that time. 

The Cnuarrman. The chairman agrees. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Socolar, were you a member of the Communist 
Party while you were engaged in those services? 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline to answer that question, Mr. Morris, 
for the reasons I previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when you were at the University of Illinois, 
Mr. Socolar, what was the nature of your work there? 

Mr. Soco.ar. I was an instructor in chemistry. 

Mr. Morris. How many classes did you have? 

Mr. Socotar. By that do you mean how many hours a week did I 
meet students ¢ 

Mr. Morris. That is right; how many hours a week did you meet 
students ¢ 

Mr. Soconar. That is, frankly, rather difficult to recall. It was 
somewhere between 10 and 15 hours a week, I believe. You would 
have to give that a leeway of a few hours one side or the other. 

Mr. Morris. How many students did you have, Mr. Socolar? 

Mr. Soconar. I lectured to a class which may a had as many as 
100 students. I met with 1 or 2 smaller groups, I don’t recall now, 
which for recitation purposes had perhaps 20 to 30 students each. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Where did you do your teaching ? 

Mr. Socotar. Where? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Socotar. At the University of Illinois, you mean? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Socotar. At Navy Pier in Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. Is that used by the university 4 

Mr. Socotar. I believe for lack of a better Chicago campus they 
have been using the pier for several years. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances leading to your be- 
coming a member of the University of Chicago faculty ¢ 

Mr. Socoutar. The circumstances were simply that I was interested 
in teaching. I applied for the job and was accepted. 

Mr. Morris. And what do you teach? 

Mr. Soconar. I teach a course, a general course in physical sciences. 

Mr. Morris. How many classes did you have? 

Mr. Soconar. I have at any one time approximately 30 to 50 stu- 
dents in 2 sections, that is, approximately 15 to 25 students in each 
section. ‘ 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were at the University of Illinois? 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline to answer that question for the rea- 
sons I previously supplied. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you came to the University of Chicago faculty ? 

Mr. Socorar. I would also decline to answer that question on the 
same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party while you have been here in Chicago? 

Mr. Socotar. That is a question again ‘that I would refuse to reply 
to on the same grounds, 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Socotar. For the same reasons I refuse to reply to that ques- 
tion, 





© 2) MRNA oe SPE _ 


SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 1099 


Mr. Morris. Have you been active in an organization called th 
Young Progressives of America? 

(Witness consulting with counsel.) 

The CuarrMan. Let the record show that the witness is consulting 
with counsel. 

Mr. Jenner. May I make an inquiry / 

The Chatman. Certainly. 

Mr. Jenner. Yesterday some reference was made, I believe, by Mr. 
Morris, to the record in connection with a question dealing with an or 
ganization—I have forgotten precisely what the organization was 
and I believe you, Mr. Chairman, or Mr. Morris, as the case m: iy be, 
or each of you, replied that the record of the committee contained the 
fact that the Attorne y General has listed that particular organization 
on his list. 

Is the organization to which you how direct your attention, Mr. 
Morris, listed by the Attorney General ? 

Mr. Morris. I will ask Mr. Mandel. Has that been officially listed ? 

Mr. Manpet. The Young Progressives of America has net been 
listed by the Attorney General, but it has been listed as subversive by 
congressional committees in the course of reports and hearings. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Jenner, you must know that this committee cer- 
tainly is not limited in asking a witness—this witness or any other 
witness—-about any of his activities, so long as it is pursuing subver- 
sion. 

Now, it may be that in pursuing an independent inquiry here that 
we may accumulate something that would be of interest to the Attorney 
General and to the Internal Security Subversive Activities Control 
Board, which would cause an organization to be listed as subversive. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Morris, as an attorney, | would understand only 
and Iam sure with this you would agree—that the committee has the 
right to examine into matters which are relevant to the authority of 
the committee, and the proper inquiries which it might be making. 
As to the extent of that inquiry into organizations which exist, there 
comes a point when it would be irre levant to ask this gentleman. For 
example, if he were a member of the Union League Club, I would say 
that probably would be irrelevant. 

Mr. Morris. Depending on what we want, Mr. Jenner. 

Mr. Jenner. What you would want, Mr. Morris, would depend 
upon what the authori ity of the committee is, and what the nature of 
the inquiry is. There fore, I rose to ask the question which I did ask, 
especially in light of the fact, and I wish you would correct me if I 
misunderstood you yesterday, and I cert uinly do not want to misun- 
derstand the chairman, if that was so, am I correct or incorrect in 
understanding that either a direct statement or the context or connota- 
tion of your statement was that the witnesses who were called at public 
hearings, that by virtue of the executive session you determined that 
you had conclusive evidence of communism on the part of those wit- 
nesses, and does that apply to these as well ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Jenner, I think that the record will speak for 
itself, and I will read you from Senator Jenner's statement of yester 
day. 

This morning, according to plan, the subcommittee held executive sessions. 


This is a description of yesterday's executive sessions. 
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It heard 10 witnesses. Three of these admitted the subcommittee’s evidence 
on their past Communist membership, but because they answered all questions 
they were excused; three denied Communist Party membership, and the sub- 
committee accepted their denials. Each of these three had varying associations 
with organizations that have been controlled by Communists, but the subcom- 
mittee has never used such associations as evidence of Communist Party mem- 
bership, and has always elected to keep the records of such witnesses secret, 
having in mind that only conclusive cases should see the light of day. 

The Cuarrman. That is true. Proceed. 

Mr. Jenner. Then your position is that the cases you are now hear- 
ing today, Mr. Morris—and I do not direct my remark to the chair- 
man—that those are conclusive cases ? 

The CuatrMan. The record speaks for itself, Mr. Jenner, and after 
all is said and done, I have tried to explain the operation of this 
committee, and I think you gentlemen now understand it. We don’t 
want to hurt innocent people; therefore, we proceed to screen these 
cases by executive hearing. 

Now, we have certain evidence that comes to us which is not always 
true; some of it is ambiguous, and so forth, and the only way we can 
get to the truth of whether or not a man is a member of the Com- 
munist Party, which is a conspiracy, by the way, to overthrow the 
Government by force and violence, is to call him in executive session 
and confront him with the evidence we have. If that man does not 
deny it under oath in executive session, but rather, instead of that, he 
says, “I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment,” then we deter- 
mine those are the types of cases that should come to the public and face 
the public’s view. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Socolar, did you attend the Civil Rights Congress 
in the year 1949? 

Mr. Socotar. Mr. Morris, I would decline-to answer that question 
on the grounds previously stated. I would like to add, if I may, first, 
that it seems to me that in asking me questions of this sort, and some 
of those that preceded it, you have no more right to do so than you 
would have to come into a voting booth with me to see how I am 
marking my ballot. I believe this is equally an infringement of the 
first amendment. 

Mr. Morris. We asked you if you attended a congress which has 
been listed, as Mr. Mandel will shortly cite, by the Attor ney General, 
and you say that we would be engaged in the tactics you just described 
in doing so? Is that your position ? 

Mr. Soconar. That is my opinion, and I would like to amplify that: 
It is clear that the courts have established that the fifth amendment 
is for the innocent as well as for the guilty, and that, therefore, no 
inference should be drawn when a witness invokes the fifth amend- 
ment. Is that not so? 

Mr. Morris. That is certainly not so. 

Mr. Jenner. Is it your position, Mr. Morris, that the Federal 
courts have not so held ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Well, this gentleman is talking about an inference that 
may be drawn. Now, if you want to talk about a court of law, and 
a case before a jury, that is one thing, but this committee is not with- 
held from drawing any inference it desires after it receives certain 
evidence of a person’s membership in the Communist Party, and 
when the man is given an opportunity to deny it and he invokes the 
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fifth-amendment oe with great discrimination. Mr. Mandel, 
have you a citation on the Civil Rights C ongress / 

Mr. Manpvet. The Civil Rights Congress was cited as subversive 
and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark in letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947, and September 21, 
1948. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Socolar, have you been a member of the faculty- 
graduate committee for peace at the University of Chicago? 

Mr. Exrson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Morr ris to clarify, 
at least for my own thinking, I think you stated before that you 
regarded it as the function of this committee, and I would like to be 
corrected if it is not so, to gather information for the Attorney Gen- 
eral; is that correct ? 

The CuHarrMan, No; we are gathering information primarily for 
this committee. It may be of benefit to the Attorney General. You 
must realize that there are many organizations that start out, Mr. 
Elson, as good American patriotic organizations, but the first thing 
we know—and this has been the history of a lot of front organiza- 
tions—they are taken over by the Caienraniatn, and if that comes 
within the purview of internal security, this committee makes inquiry 
into that field. 

Mr. Etson. Is this an organization listed by the Attorney General ? 

The CuHarrMan. It doesn’t matter whether it is or is not, so far as 
our record is concerned. We don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. We don’t know. 

Mr. Exson. Has it been listed by any other organization of the Gov- 
ernment as subversive ? 

Mr. Morris. Not that I know of. But we are trying to find out 
some thing about the organization. 

The Ciramman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the particular basis for the last ques- 
tion is an article that appeared in the Daily Worker of July 17, 1952 
less than a year ago. The headline of the article is: “41 Professors at 
Chicago University Urge Big Four Parley on Germany.” 

I will read the first paragraph: 

Cuicaeo, July 16.—“Guaranties for a neutral Germany,” rather than plans 
for a rearmed West German Republic, will best serve America’s national interest, 
41 University of Chicago faculty members declared in an open letter to President 
Truman released today by the faculty-graduate committee for peace at the 
university. Referring to the German question as “probably the most serious 
point of friction” between the Soviet Union and the Western Powers, the state- 
ment says— 

And then it goes into the matter. 

Now, one of the individuals who signed this statement, according to 
the Daily Worker of that date is the witness who is presently on the 
stand today. 

Among the other signers are other witnesses who have appeared 
and who will appear before this committee, and that is the relevancy 
of the question. 

Mr. Reporter, will you read the question back to the witness? 

Mr. Morris. May that whole article go into the record ? 

The Cuarrman. It may go into the record and become a part of our 
record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, it really isn’t necessary, in view of our 
record, but there are other names that appear in that article where 
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there is no inference or implication whatever that these people are 
Communists, or anything other than they put their signatures to the 
text of what the statement says. 

The Cuarrman. I understand. The record will so show. 

The balance of the article may be copied into the record. 

(The balance of the article referred to above is in words and figures 
as follows:) 


If our Government is not to be guilty of shunning the peaceful European 
settlement it is avowedly seeking, then every possible area of agreement with 
the Soviet Union must be found. A Big Four conference on German unification 
and neutralization is a logical first step. 

The open letter was circulated after the recent conclusion of treaties calling 
for creation of a new German Army, but before these treaties were ratified by 
the Senate. However, a spokesman for the committee which released the letter 
pointed out that it is generally believed the wide opposition to a German Army 
will delay ratification by the other powers, and that non-Communist political 
forces in England and France are urging East-West negotiations before the 
treaties are put into effect. 

The letter, and names of signers, are as follows: 

“DEAR Mk. PRESIDENT: The future status of Germany is today probably the 
most serious point of friction between the Soviet Union and the Western powers. 
It may well determine whether there will be peace in Europe or world war. 
America’s national interest, in our opinion, would be best served by establishing 
guaranties for a neutral Germany, not by the power of German arms. 

“We cannot see that the Western decision to rearm West Germany as a 
military ally would lead to peace. This rearmament would diminish chances 
for a peaceful unification of Germany for it is clear that neither East nor West 
would feel secure about the alliance of a united Germany with the other. Re- 
militarization of West Germany would make inevitable a vigorous drive to re- 
arm East Germany in alliance with the Soviet Union. This would establish face 
to face in the heart of Europe two armed camps, a constant threat to the peace. 

“A united Germany, neutral and demilitarized, is a solution that could well 
provide a new security for all concerned: security against campaigns to unify 
Germany by force; security against the involvement of Germany as a com- 
bustible ally and potential battleground in a conflict between the West and the 
Soviet Union; and, quite generally, security against a revival of Nazi militarism. 
Negotiation among the Big Four occupying powers can bring such a solution. 
A military alliance between the West and half of Germany cannot. 

“If our Government is not to be guilty of shunning the peaceful European 
settlement it is avowedly seeking, then every possible area of agreement with 
the Soviet Union must be found. A Big Four conference on German unification 
and neutralization is a logical first step. 

“Signers: 

“Edith Abbott, Professor and Dean Emeritus, Social Service Aamin- 
istration; S. J. Beck, Lecturer, Psychology ; Russell J. Becker, In- 
structor; Federated Theological Faculty; Millard J. Binyon, As- 
sociate Professor, Humanities (College) ; B. S. Bloom, Associate 
Professor, Special Science; Herbert Blumer, Professor, Sociology ; 
Rudolf Carnap, Professor, Philosophy; Kermit Eby, Associate 
Professor, Social Sciences, J. W. E. Glattfeld, Associate Professor 
Emeritus, Chemistry ; Robert J. Havighurst, Professor, Education 3 
William N. Howley, Dean of Students, Divinity School; John K. 
Hulm, Assistant Professor, Institute of Metals; Irvin Isenberg, 
Associate Professor, Natural Sciences (College); Paul B. John- 
son, Instructor, History (College) ; Lyle V. Jones, Assistant Pro- 
fessor, Psychology; William Karush, Assistant Professor, Math- 
ematics (College) ; H. C. Landau, Research Associate, Mathemat- 
ical Biology; Siegmund Levarie, Assistant Professor, Music; 
Geraldine Light, M. D., Assistant Professor, Surgery (Anesthesi- 
ology); Bernard M. Loomer, Dean, Divinity; Robert Morss 
Lovett, Professor Emeritus, English; John C. Mayfield, Assistant 
Professor, Natural Sciences (College) ; Sidney E. Mead, Associate 
Professor, Divinity; Charles W. Nelson, Assistant Professor, 
Sociology ; Solbert Permutt, M. D., Research Associate, Anatomy ; 
George L. Playe, Assistant Professor, French (College) ; Jerome 
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L. Rosenberg, Research Associate, Instructor of Radiobiology and 
Biophysics; J. Coert Rylaarsdam, Associate Professor, Old Test- 
ament; L. G. Schulz, Assistant Professor, Institute of Metals; 
Irving E. Segal, Assistant Professor, Mathematics; Malcolm P. 
Sharp, Professor, Law; John M. Shlien, Instructor, Human De- 
velopment; Sidney J. Socolar, Instructor, Natural Sciences (Col 
lege) ; John L. Stephenson, M. D., Research Associate, Anatomy ; 
George Stern, Instructor, Examiner’s Office; John B. Thompson, 
Dean, Rockefeller Memorial Chapel; Charlotte Towle, Professor, 
Social Service Administration; Otto H. Trippel, M. D., Resident, 
Surgery; Francis R. Walton, Assistant Professor, Greek ; William 
N. Weaver, Assistant to Dean, Divinity School; Roy M. Whitman, 
M. D., Instructor, Psychiatry 

(Ranks and departments, all at the University of Chicago, are listed solely 
for purposes of identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. The statement, as I understand it, is a hearsay state- 
ment. 

The CHatrmMan. It is an article from the Daily Worker which is 
the official Communist publication in this country. 

Mr. Morrts. And we now are trying to determine whether or not— 
in other words, we are now getting the best evidence possible from 
this particular witness whether in fact he did sign that statement. 

Mr. Socorar. Isthat a question? May I have the last question read ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Everyone will have to stop talking until the 
reporter is able to find the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows :) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Socolar, have you been a member of the faculty-graduate 
committee for peace at the University of Chicago? 

Mr. Soconar. Shall I answer that question now, Mr. Morris? 

The CuarrmMan. Please do. 

Mr. Socovar. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris Now, did you, in fact, sign the agreement referred to 
in this article ? 

Mr. Socotar. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. We can understand—or rather, you can understand, 
Mr. Jenner, that we can go no further than to bring the witness him- 
self before us and ask him if, as a matter of fact, he did sign the state- 
ment which the Daily Worker says he signed. 

Mr. Jenner. I understand that, subject to the basic grounds 
protection which are stated at the outset, as to whether the committee 
has the power under the fifth amendment to call these particular wit- 
nesses into public hearing. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Exson. That question was asked, sir. 

Mr. Morris. The chairman has suggested that I ask him that now. 

Mr. Socotar. I would decline, if I have not already done so, to 
answer that question on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The Cuarrman. If you have no further questions, you will be ex- 
cused. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Benjamin Solomon. 

Mr. Sotomon. I would object to any television, 
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The Cuarrman. The same objection, gentlemen, to television. 

Will you raise your right hand and be sworn to testify. 

Do you swear that the testimony you give in this hearing will be” 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the tr uth, so help you God? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN SOLOMON, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW 


The Cuarrman. Will you state your name for the committee ? 

Mr. Soromon. Benjamin Solomon. 

The CuHamman. Will you speak out a little louder, Mr. Solomon ? 

Mr. Soromon. Benjamin Solomon. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Sotomon. 825 East Drexel Square, Chicago. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Soromon. I am a research associate at the University of Chi- 
cago. 

The Cuamman. Proc eed, Mr. Morris, with the questioning of the 
witness. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of saving time, may I 
understand that the position I stated yesterday on the subject of your 
authority to proceed, insofar as a comment on the fifth amendment is 
concerned, whether this constitutes a comment, and any comments that 
are made, will apply to this witness as well ? 

The Cuairman. Yes, insofar as the witness is concerned, you are 
making the same representation, that you are employed by the Uni- 
versity of Chicago, paid by the University of Chicago, to represent 
these witnesses here. 

If we call any witnesses you do not represent, please tell us, will 
you? 

Mr. Jenner. Yes, I will. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold, Mr. Solomon. 

Mr. Sotomon. I hold a master of arts degree. 

Mr. Morris. Is that the only degree you hold? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You have no bachelor’s degree ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. No. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation, Mr. Solomon ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. I am a research associate at the University of Chi- 
cago, more generally known by occupation as a research economist. 

Mr. Morris. As a research economist and research assistant ? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What is the precise nature of your duties? 

Mr. Sotomon. I look up facts and material in relation to the prob- 
lem in economics that I am considering. 

Mr. Morris. Do you supervise the studies of any of the students at 
the university ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. No, sir; I am not on the faculty of this universit 

Mr. Morris. What do you do in connection with the students? 

Mr. Sotomon. I have no connection with the students. 

Mr. Morris. Your research is for the benefit of whom ? 
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Mr. Soromon. I am employed by one of the sections of the univer- 
sity to do research for them. 

Mr. Morris. What section is that? 

Mr. Sotomon. The industrial-relations section. 

Mr. Morris. You do research for the industrial-relations section ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. From what university did you obtain your M. A. 
degree ? 

Mr. Sotomon. The University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Sotomon. In 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what have you done—have you done any teach- 
ing? 

Mr. Sotomon. No, sir; I have never taught. 

Mr. Morris. You are exclusively a research economist ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Solomon, have you been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Soromon. I decline to answer this question, and I invoke the 
first amendment, and I also invoke the privilege conferred by the fifth 
amendment of the United States Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. The committee recognizes your refusal to answer 
under the fifth amendment, but not under the first amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party, 
Mr. Solomon ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you availed yourself of the services of the Com- 
munist Book Store here in Chicago in connection with your research 
work ¢ 

( Witness confers with counsel. ) 

The Carman. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with counsel. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you repeat the question, please. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows :) 

Have you availed yourself of the services of the Communist Book Store here 
in Chicago in connection with your research work? 

Mr. Soromon. (Conferring with counsel.) 

No, sir; I have not. 

The CHamman. The answer is, “No, sir; I have not.” 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Council for Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions, with particularity in 1952? 

Mr. Sotomon. I decline to answer this for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Soromon. I decline to answer this. 

Mr. Morrts. I am sorry—are you presently a member of the Com- 
mittee for Arts, Sciences, and Professions ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. I again refuse to answer for the reasons I have just 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently active in the American Peace 
Crusade ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in the American Peace Crusade, with 
particularity in the year 1952? 
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Mr. Soromon. I again decline to answer for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings of the Labor Youth 
League in Chicago, with particularity in the year 1952? 

Mr. Soromon. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently active in the Labor Youth League ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I again decline to answer for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think our record shows that that is 
one of the successor organizations of the Young Communists League. 

Have you been a member of the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Soromon. I decline to answer again for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Chicago Committee to 
Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs ? 

Mr. Soromon. I again decline to answer for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. With particularity, were you active with the Chicago 
Committee to Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs in 1952? 

Mr. Sotomon. I again decline to answer for the reasons previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Solomon, you served in the armed services during 
the war, did you not ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you saw service overseas, did you not ? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In a bomber squadron ? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you received an honorable discharge from the 
Army ? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you at that time a member of the Communist 
Party during your Army service ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions of this par- 
ticular witness, 

The Cuatrman. That will be all. You will be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Irvin Isenberg. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn to 
testify ? 

Mr. Isenserc. Mr. Chairman, I object to the television. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. They understand that. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony given in this hearing will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ¢ 

Mr. Isenperc. I do. 

The CuarrMan. Be seated. 
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TESTIMONY OF IRVIN ISENBERG, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED BY 
ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, will you give your full name and address 
to the reporter ? 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the record of our 
position, or the statement of my position will stand as to this witness ¢ 

The Cuarmman. It will carry forward. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name to the reporter, please, 

Mr. Isenpera. Irvin Isenberg. 

The CuHairman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Isensere. I live at 5112 South Ingleside Avenue, Chicago. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the question- 
ing of the witness. 

I think the gentlemen operating the television understand that when 
a witness objects it has been the policy of our committee not to have his 
picture on television. However, you have a perfect right to take 
pictures of the committee, the courtroom, the crowd, and everything 
else, just so long as you do not put the camera on the witness. 

Mr. Morris. And to date, Mr. Chairman, the prohibition, at the 
request of the witnesses, has only been against television cameras, 

The CHarrMan. That is correct. 

Mr. Isensera. In that case, may I state then, that if such be the 
case, I would raise objections to newreels or anything else which I 
feel might compel me to testify under duress. I do not wish any- 
thing like that to be done, because I feel that this may compel me to 
testify under duress, and I want to testify to the best of my knowledge. 

The Cuatrman, All right. You will not be interfered with in any 
case. 

Mr. Isenpera. May I consult counsel at the present moment ? 

The CHarrMan, Sir? 

Mr. Isenpera. May I consult counsel at the present moment? 

The CHarrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Exson. I understand what is troubling the witness is that there 
are photographers taking pictures and flashing bulbs 

The Cuarrman. Very well. If you want to take some pictures, take 
them now before we proceed with the testimony. We will do that so 
that it will not interfere with the witness’ testimony. 

(There was a brief interruption while pictures were being taken.) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, what degrees do you hold ¢ 

Mr. Isenpere. I have a bachelor’s degree and a doctor of philosophy 
degree. 

Mr. Morris. From what universities have you obtained those de- 
grees ¢ 

Mr. Isenperc. I obtained the bachelor’s degree from Temple Uni- 
versity. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 











1108 SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 


Mr. Isenpera. In 1944, I believe. I am quite certain—— ’ 

Mr. Morris. All right. If that is your best recollection, the com- 
mittee is satisfied with that. 

And what other degrees do you hold, Mr. Isenberg ? 

Mr. Isenperc. I hold a Ph. D. degree from the University of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. Morrts. In what year? 

Mr. IsenperG, The degree was conferred on me at a commencement 
in 1950, although I had previously left the University of Pennsylvania 
to take employment elsewhere at the University of Chicago. The pro- 
ceedings for conferring the degree upon me ¢ ‘ould not be handled until 
1950, and therefore my degree reads 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us the extent of your teaching and 
serving generally on faculties of universities, Mr. Isenberg. 

Mr. Isennerc. Yes. I taught while I was going to Temple Uni- 
versity. At Temple University High School. I taught an elementary 
course in, I believe, chemistry, although I am not certain at the mo- 
ment. I taught a laboratory and discussion group at Temple Uni- 
versity in the physics department, when I was an undergraduate 
student at Temple University. I taught while I was going to the 
University of Pennsylvania and the common understanding was that 
as a graduate student some teaching is done in order to provide, in 
essence, financial assistance to continue with your education and, 
as a matter of fact, these were the conditions under which I taught 
at Temple University and at Temple University High School, and 
those are the conditions under which I taught at the University of 
Pennsylvania. 

I have taught in the physics department of the University of Chi- 
cago; I have taught in the College of the University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morrts. When did you first come to Chicago? 

Mr. IsenserG. I want to state that I have, as you no doubt see, 
taught in a great many places in universities and colleges and, to 
the best of my knowledge I have answered this question as fully as 
I recollect. 

The Cuatrman. When did you come to the University of Chicago? 

Mr. Isenserc. I came to the University of Chicago in 1949. 

Mr. Morris. And you have been on the faculty of the university 
since that time? 

Mr. Isennerc. That is correct, although technically at the present 
time I do not know whether technically—since this is a question for 
university policy—what they regard as faculty at the present mo- 
ment, I do not know whether I am technically on the faculty. 

Mr. Morris. Do you teach students? 

Mr. Isenserc. At the present time I do not teach students. I do 
research work at the present time. 

Mr. Morris. Have you taught students? 

Mr. Isenpere. I have taught students at the university. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us approximately the number of stu- 
dents and the extent to which you have taught students at the uni- 
versity, and the extent to which you have done research work. 

Mr. Isenserc. I have taught students in the college. This was an 
elementary course in natural sciences in the college. I have taught 
in the physics department. I taught a course in classical mechanics. 
I taught a course in theoretical physics, I believe was the title, I am 
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not sure of the exact title. I do not believe I taught any further at the 
University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you had any training at the Philadelphia 
School of Social Science and Art ? 

Mr. Isensera. May I consult counsel at the present moment ? 

The Cuatrman. You may. 

(Witness consults with counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. With particularity in the year 1943. 

Let the record show the witness is conferring with counsel. 

The Carman. Yes; it does. 

Mr. Isenperc. I decline to answer that question on the privilege 
extended me by the fifth amendment, and I also want to state for the 
record at this point that it is my understanding, my thought, that the 
fifth amendment is historically intended to protect both the innocent 
and the guilty. 

Mr. Morris. Well now, Mr. Isenberg, do I understand you to mean 
that you will not deny to this committee the fact that you atteaded 
the Philadelphia School of Social Science and Art in the year 1943? 

Mr. Isennerc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first amendment, and I further decline on the privilege extended 
to me by the fifth amendment, and I further want to say that I regard 
that question as an attempt to deny me the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Of course, that is your interpretation of my reframing 
the question ? 

Mr. Isenserc. That is my interpretation of your question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, do you know that the Philadelphia 
School of Social Science and Art was one of the Communist 78 train- 
ing schools? Do you have that knowledge? 

Mr. Isenperc. I decline to answer that question on the privilege 
extended me on the basis of the fifth amendment. And on that ques- 
tion I also want to state that I regard that question as an invasion of 
my right to invoke the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you read into the record a citation 
for the Philadelphia School of Social Science and Art? 

Mr. Manpex. The Philadelphia School of Social Science and Art 
has been cited as an adjunct of the Communist Party by Attorney 
General Tom Clark in a letter to a Loyalty Review Board released 
December 4, 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, have you been a member of the Interna- 
tional Workers Order? 

Mr. Isenserc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
which I have previously stated, and which should be sufficiently clear 
by this time. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, were you an active member of the Ameri- 
can Youth for Democracy during the years 1944 to 1948 ? 

Mr. Isenpera. I decline to answer that question on grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, lest there be any misunderstanding I 
would like Mr. Mandel to put in the record a citation on the American 
Youth for Democracy organization, 

Mr. Manpvet. The American Youth for Democracy was cited as a 
subversive and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark in letters 
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to the Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947 and Septem- 
her 21, 1948. 

Mr. Morris. Did you join the Communist Party in the year 1944, 
Mr. Isenberg? 

Mr. Isenpera. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you were teaching at the Temple University High School ? 

Mr. Isenperc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
obtained your bachelor’s degree from Temple University in 1944? 

Mr. Isennerc. I decline to answer that question on the privilege 
extended to me by the fifth amendment, which I have repeatedly 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
came to Chicago in the year 1949? 

Mr. Isennerc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever disclosed ‘your Communist Party mem 
bership to any member of the University of Chicago faculty? 

Mr. Isenperc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings since 
vou have been in Chicago in 1949? 

Mr. Isenpnere. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Isenpserc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member, or have you been a member of the 
Faculty-Graduate Committee for Peace at the university ? 

Mr. IsennerG. May I consult with counsel at the moment? 

Mr. Morris. That is at the University of Chicago. 

The Cnamman. You may consult with counsel. 

Mr. Morris. And with particularity in the year 1952? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Isenserc. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you indicate in the record—I am 
making reference to the Daily Worker article about which we have 
referred to in the presence of the last witness. 

The Crairman. It is in our record and part of our record, is it not ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. Mr. Mandel, did the present witness’ name 
appear asa signer of that article? 

Mr. Manpev. The name of Irvin Isenberg, assistant professor of 

atural sciences, is listed in the Daily Worker of July 17, 1952, among 
an signers, in a letter to President Truman. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Isenberg, you are acquainted with the nature of 
that letter, are you not, from hearing it read to the last witness? To 
that extent you are familiar with it ¢ 

Mr. Isenserc. I was present in the room when it was read. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Now, did you actually sign that letter? 

Mr. Isenperc. May I confer with counsel at the moment ? 








SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 111] 


The Cuarrman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Isenzera. I decline to answer that question on grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think I have any more ques- 
tions of this particular witness. 

The CuarrMan. You are excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness is Mrs. Siporin. 

(Mrs. Siporin consulting with attorney.) 

Mr. Exson. This witness objects to any type of photography or 
television. 

The Cuarrman. The policy of the committee is that we will not let 
the photographers interfere with the witness while testifying, but 
they are permitted to take pictures, of course. 

Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you give in this hearing will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Mrs. Sreortn. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. You may be seated. 

Gentlemen, will you finish taking pictures before we proceed ? 


TESTIMONY OF MARY R. SIPORIN, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ALEX ELSON AND ALBERT E. JENNER, JR., ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW 


The Cuarrman,. All right, gentlemen. 

Mr. Morris, will you proc eed with the questioning of the witness? 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name to the reporter, please? 

You are Mary R. Siporin ¢ 

Mrs. Sreortn. Right. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside ? 

Mrs. Sreortn. 6060 South Kimbark. 

Mr. Morris. In Chicago? 

Mrs. Sreortn. Right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mrs. Siporin, have you been, until very recently, 
office manager of the radio office of the University of Chicago? 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, may the same record—— 

The Cuatrman. The same record. 

Mr. Jenner (continuing). That I made heretofore apply to this 
witness as well ? 

The CuarrMan. That is true. 

Mr. Jenner. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. The question was: Have you been office manager for 
the radio office at the University of Chicago until very recently ? 

Mrs. Steortn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And have you be en the office manager, with particu- 
larity until Me ry 29 of this year? 

Mrs. Sreortn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Is that the nature of the testimony you gave to this 
committee in executive session ? 

Mrs. Strortn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Was that true testimony ? 
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(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Steorin. That is correct; yes. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you hold the position of office manager 
n the radio office at the University of Chicago? 

Mrs. Strorrn. Approximately 14 months. 

Mr. Morris. And did you effect your resignation on May 29 of this 
year ¢ 

Mrs. Strortn. I gave them the resignation about the middle of 
April, and stayed on until I could be replaced, and because I could 
not be replaced I finally terminated my employment on May 29 on 
my own. 

Mr. Morris. Mrs. Siporin, have you been an active member of the 
Young Communists League / 

Mrs. Strorrn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege of self- 
incrimination under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been an official in the Young Communists 
League, and in particularity in the year 1940? 

Mrs. Srporrn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege of self- 
incrimination under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you transferred from the Young Communists 
League to the Communist Party in the year 1939? 

Mrs. Srrorrn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege of self- 
incrimination, 

Mr. Morris. Have you been financial secretary of an organization 
in Chicago known as the 31 Ward Club, in particularity in the year 
1945 ¢ 

Mrs. Sreortn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege of self- 
incrimination under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Was that 31 Ward Club the 31 Ward Club of the 
Communist Party, to your knowledge ? 

Mrs. Strortn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege : 
self-incrimination. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know of a decision of the Communist author- 
ities that you be sent tothe U.S. S. R. for training ? 

Mrs. Siporin. I invoke the privilege—I decline to answer and invoke 
the privilege against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Morris. And you will not tell us whether or not an official deci- 
sion was made that you be sent to the Soviet Union for training? 

Mrs. Strrorin. I decline to answer under the same privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Were you, in fact, sent to the Soviet Union for training ? 

Mrs. Srportn. May I have legal counsel ? 

The Cuamman. You may consult your counsel at any time. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Strortn. I have never been in the U.S. 8S. R. 

Mr. Morrts. You did go to Europe, did you not? 

Mrs. Srportn. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mrs. Srportn. In 1934 

Mr. Morris. Was yb in connection with a decision made by the 
Communist authorities that you go to the U.S. S. R.? 

Mrs. Sreortn. May I have legal counsel, please ¢ 

The Cuarrman. You may consult your counsel. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 


gainst 


i) 
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Mr. Extson. Mr. Morris, would you mind taking out the leading 
aspect of that question and separate the two elements ? 

Mr. Morris. I will reframe the question. 

Mr. Exson. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Did you make that trip in conjunction with a decision 
made by the Communist authorities ? 

Mr. Extson. That assumes a decision. I think if you ask her whether 
she made a trip 

Mr. Morris. If she made the trip without Communist Party authori- 
ties directing the trip, the answer is “No.” 

Mr. JENNER. But inherent in the question is the acceptance by the 
witness that there was such a decision. That is the point Mr. Elson 
is seeking to make. If you will, please, in fairness, take that element 
of assumption out of the question. 

The CuHatrMan. Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Morris. In 1934, when you made the trip, were you a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

The CHartrMan. Let the record show that the witness before answer- 
ing is conferring with counsel. 

Mr. Exson. Will you read the question back ? 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 1934 
when you made the trip to Paris? 

Mrs. Srporin. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege against 
self-incrimination under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. When you commenced the trip had you intended to go 
to Moscow or to the Soviet Union? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

The CuatrmMan,. Let the record show that the witness before re- 
sponding to the question is conferring with counsel. 

Mrs. Srportn. No. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party while you 
were office manager in the radio office of the University of Chicago for 
14 months leading up to May 29 of this year ¢ 

Mrs. Srrortn. I decline to answer and invoke the privilege of self- 
incrimination. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mrs. Srporin. No. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That will be all. You are excused. 

Now, in the event that we may not have another open session— 
however, we have further executive sessions, and there is a likelihood 
we will have a further open session—but at this time I want to be sure 
and have your record show the appreciation on behalf of the entire 
Committee to Mr. E. J. Sullivan, the acting marshal; Mr. Pringle and 
his staff; and Captain Murphy; and Mr. Allen of General Services; 
and all of the deputy marshals and court officers and others who have 
helped the subcommittee and made our business pleasant, and accom- 
modated us in so many fine ways. 

Mr. Jenner. Mr. Chairman, are these witnesses excused, sir? 

The CratrMan. These witnesses are excused. We will stand in re- 
cess at this time. 
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Mr. Morris. We will let you know in from 20 minutes to a half 
hour if there will be another open session. If there is one it will be 
around l o'clock. 

(Whereupon, an adjournment was taken and the subcommittee went 
into executive session, and at 1:15 p. m. returned to the courtroom 
for a further open session, after which the following proceedings were 
had :) 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Davis, will you rise and be sworn to testify. 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so he Ip. you 
(rod ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I affirm. 

The CuatrnmMan, Be seated, Mr. Davis. 


TESTIMONY OF HORACE BANCROFT DAVIS, KANSAS CITY, MO., 
ACCOMPANIED BY ANTHONY BRADLEY EBEN, ATTORNEY AT 
LAW 


The CuarrMan. Will you give the reporter your full name? 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Senator, before I answer any questions, I want to 
state that I consider that the committee is operating illegally and 
outside the bounds of the Constitution, and I wish to state the reasons 
for that: 

The purposes of the committee, as indicated by public statements 
of the chairman and members, is to establish a conformity of opinion 
in obvious violation of the spirit and letter of the first amendment; 
the second point that I wish to make is that the committee purports 
to be preparing legislation. 

Now, so far, the legislation that has emerged from the committee’s 
lucubrations whieh it has sponsored, has been the McCarran Act, 
which is in obvious violation of the first amendment, all parts of it, 
and which I am confident will not be sustained by the courts. 

It is obvious that the committee intends to suggest further legis- 
lation along the same lines which will be similarly unconstitutional. 

The committee is, therefore, illegally constituted, and functions 
illegally. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the witness is now be- 
coming irresponsible. 

Mr. Davis. My next point, and I wish to move on to a new one, 
which is very definitely a constitutional point, counselor, is that the 
committee is operating in violation of articles I, II, and III of the 
American Constitution, which lay down the separation of powers. 

Those articles define the respective functions of the executive, legis- 
lative, and judicial branches of the Government. 

This committee, while nominally a part of the legislative branch is 
arrogating to itself executive and quasi-judicial functions. 

You have before you a man, the counselor, who acts in effect as a 
prosecutor; you have a judge, or a kind of a judge, the chairman; and 
ina court of law, as well known, the defendant has some rights. 

He has the right not to go to the stand at all, if he does not want to. 

In this proceeding the committee is able to summon people that 
do not have the ordinary protection of criminal procedure, and 
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under the cover of legislative powers to deprive them of some of their 
most valuable property. 

My means of livelihood is my most valuable property. 

The committee has indicated by its whole manner of operation that 
it hopes to bring pressure to bear on people called before it 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the witness is making 
statements that are not related to fact, and that on the basis of their 
irresponsibility that he be asked to discontinue the line of abuse. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Davis, I think you have proceeded far enough. 
This committee is duly constituted and organized under the laws of 
the United States Government and the Constitution. This subeom- 
mittee is duly authorized, is a duly authorized congressional committee 
of the United States Senate. We are here, as has been the traditional 
history of congressional committees, to gather information; partic- 
ularly we are here today to determine whether or not a criminal con- 
spiracy directed from Moscow is infiltrating our educational system 
of this country, and whether you know it or not, communism is dedi- 
cated to the overthrow of this country and this Government by force 
and by violence. 

We know that it is a proper field of inquiry, and we intend to pro- 
ceed along those lines. 

Now, let the record show that you are here before this committee 
with counsel—Mr. Counsel, will you please give the reporter your 
name and address. 

Mr. Esen. My name is A. Bradley Eben, 208 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Il. 

The Cuatmrman. Proceed with the questioning, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Counselor, before you go into that, I would like 
to raise the question of whether a quorum of the committee is present. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, you were told in executive session that 
there was a quorum actually present. It was made very clear to you 
and your attorney that by express resolution of the Senate 1 member 
of the committee constitutes a quorum, with all the full force and 
all the full powers that the committee would have if all 9 members 
were here, and you were told in unqualified terms, you were told that 
in unqualified terms during the executive session. 

The Cuarrman. And furthermore we offered to send your at- 
torney a copy of the resolution. 

Mr. Even. That is quite true. If it please the Senator, we make 
the objection here only on the record because this is a second hearing. 

The CuarrMan. Very good. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, are you presently a professor of social 
science and economics at the University of Kansas City ¢ 

Mr. Davis. Associate professor of economics. 

Mr. Morris. Associate professor of economics ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. At the University of Kansas City, is that right? 

Mr. Davis. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. For how long have you been so engaged ? 

Mr. Davis. Six and a half years. 

Mr. Morris. How many classes do you have at the present time? 

Mr. Davis. How many classes? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 
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Mr. Davis. At the present time, two. 

Mr. Morris. Two. How many students in each class? 

Mr. Davis. Eighteen in one and ten in the other. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us whether or not you have been a 
member of the faculty of Columbia University ? 

Mr. Davis. Well, on this question, counse ‘lor, I shall ask permission 
to explain why I don’t answer it just “Yes” or “No.” The chairman 
of this committee has been quoted as stating that “There can be no 
icademic freedom until the Soviet conspiracy hidden in our schools 
and colleges is exposed to the light, and the rule of Moscow over its 
adherents in the educational world is broken.” 

I take it the chairman would not deny that he said some such thing. 

The CuairMan. I do not deny that, sir. 

Mr. Davis. He, in effect, said the same thing just a minute ago. 
Now, it is obvious that in the mind of the chairman there must be 
a great many educational institutions in this country which he would 
consider to be engaged in this foul conspiracy directed by Moscow, 
which he told us about. 

The CuarrMan. Not institutions, sir. Let the record be correct. 
Not institutions, but educators in institutions. 

Mr. Davis. There is no telling when an educator in an institution 
may be charged with conspiracy on the ground that they associated 
with some other educators in some institutions and for reasons well 
set forth in the fifth amendment of the Constitution, and for the 
reasons that I have already indicated, that the committee is operating 
in violation of the first amendment of the Constitution, in spite of 
the fact that it says it is not, I am going to decline to answer questions 
on any of my previous teaching experience on the grounds already 
stated. 

The Cuamman. Of course, the committee will recognize your right 
to refuse to answer questions under the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution, on the theory that your answer may tend to incriminate 
you. We recognize that right. 

The other rights stated by you we do not recognize. We do not 
think they are valid reasons for your refusal to answer those questions, 

Mr. Davis. I would like to remind the Senator . at there is nothing 
in the fifth amendment about self-incrimination. I decline to answer 
under the fifth amendment, that pant of it which states that no man 
may be compelled to be a witness against himself. 

The CHairman. All right, Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Davis, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you made that opening address to Senator Jenner awhile 
ago ¢ 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Counselor, I am going to ask your permission to 
explain my answer on that one, too. My personal opinion is that 
people are being much too free in their statements before this com- 
mittee about what political party they belong to or do not belong to. 

Mr. Morris. You know, Mr. Davis, we have been asking witnesses 
before this committee at least in this series in Chicago, and I believe 
as a rule almost all others, as to whether they have actually been 
organized members of the Communist Party, and it is on the basis of 
that that we direct all our questions, and it is that precise organization 
that we are asking questions about, and we are not inte ested i in what 
your political views are. 
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Mr. Davis. You are not interested in what my political views are ?¢ 

Then you wouldn’t be asking the question, but it is a very improper 
question, for two reasons, as I will try to show: 

Either the Communist Party is an illegal conspiracy, as the Senator 
has stated, and in that case the question is highly improper, because 
under the fifth amendment no man can be compelled to state that 
he has done an illegal act; alternatively, the Communist Party is a 
legal political party, in which case you or I or anybody has a right to 
join, and in that case the question is, if anything, even more improper, 
in that you, as a member of a dominant political party, seek to deprive 
members of some other political party of the opportunity, in effect, to 
organize, to vote without reprisal. 

Now, it is my contention that this is absolutely contrary, not only 
to the spirit and the letter of the Constitution, but to the whole burden 
of American institutions. 

Mr. Morris. I think you have made that point. 

Mr. Davis. And on the principal ground that the first and fifth 
amendments of the Constitution are violated every time that question 
is asked, I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, from what universities did you obtain 
your degrees # ’ 

Mr. Davis, Harvard, A. B., 193 

Mr. Morris. And your Ph. ’D., 19844 

Mr. Davis. Columbia. 

Mr. Morris. From Columbia. The question put to you a while ago 
was, Were you a member of the faculty of Columbia University : 

Mr. Davis. I have already explained why I am not answering ques- 
tions on my previous teaching experience. 

Mr. Morris. Do you mean to say that if you answer the question 
whether or not you were a member of the faculty of Columbia Univer- 
sity 

Mr. Davis. My answer does not require explanation. 

Mr. Morris. Do you mean to say that because you were a member of 
a Communist cell while you were at Columbia University, Mr. 
Davis—— 

Mr. Davis. That also does not require an explanation. I don’t have 
to give a reason. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you are resting your rights on the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I have asserted my rights. 

The CHarrMAN. This committee recognizes you may not be required 
to bear witness against yourself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Davis, were you a member of the faculty of 
Cornell University ? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Well, is the reason given—the 1 reason for declining to 
answer the fact that you were a member of a Communist cell at Cornell 
University ? 

Mr. Davis. The mere fact that you rephrase these questions, Counsel, 
does not make them any more legal or any more moral. 

Mr. Morris. I understand that. 

Mr. Davis. The answer is the same, you know the answer. Why do 
you ask that? 

The Cuarrman. The same answer, Mr. Reporter. 
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Mr. Morris. Because I want to find out whether you really under- 
stand the significance of your invoking the pr ivilege under the fifth 
amendment. : 

Mr. Davis. I have counsel here, I will take care of that. 

The CuarrMan. The same answer on the same record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, have you been on the faculty of the School 
for Democracy? It is a Communist school. 

Mr. Davis. I don’t think you need to describe these schools. You 
might ask me the name of any school I have not even heard of, and the 
answer would still be the same. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, does the record show that the witness 
before us today was a member of the School for Democracy ¢ 

Mr. Manpet. I have here a copy of the catalog and program of the 
School for Democracy, dated January 1942. This school has been 
identified as a Communist school by various witnesses before the Sen- 
ate Internal Security Subcommittee, and listed among the instructors 
and guest lecturers, is the following: 

Davis, Horace B., instructor. American economist in the 20th cen- 
tury. Economic problems of the war. Ph. D., Columbia. Taught 
at Columbia University; Cornell University; technical director, 
United Shoe Workers of America: author of Labor and Steel; Shoes 
The Workers and the Industry. 

Mr. Morris. Is the information in that listing read by Mr. Mandel, 
correctly stated, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Just one moment, I would like to consult with counsel. 

(Witness consults with counsel. ) 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer on the same grounds, and I just point 
out that these questions, so-called, are not asked for the purpose of 
eliciting information, they must have some ulterior purpose. I told 
you I was not going to answer that kind of question. 

Mr. Morris. How can we know whether or not the Horace B. Davis 
here, who had a Ph. D., is the same Mr. Horace B. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Well, you won't find out from me. 

Mr. Morris. That is, other than by asking you. 

Mr. Davis. You won't find out from me, and I don’t think that you 
need to dodge the point. You are trying to make a record, you are not 
trving to obtain information. 

The CuatrrmMan. I think we have obtained the information. I think 
that we have found out that the record shows you refused to answer 
under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you sign the Stockholm Peace Petition ? 

Mr. Davis. I consider that question highly improper, and I decline 
to answer on the same grounds. 

The CHarRMAN. Same record. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been connected with the Abraham Lincoln 
Brigade ? 

(Witness consulting with counsel.) 

The CHatrMan. You may consult with your counsel. 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, L would like to ask this next ques- 
tion, whether or not this witness, Mr. Davis, has been a sponsor of 
the American Investors Union, Inc., 10 East 40th Street, New York. 

Mr. Davis. You know I am a teacher, and yet you ask me if I am 
2 member of an investors’ union. 
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Mr. Morris. Were you a sponsor of an investors’ union ? 

Mr. Davis. Sponsor of an investors’ union? I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morrts. All right. Now, Mr. Mandel—— 

Mr. Davis. On the same grounds. 

The CuatrrmMan. The same record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you read that list of sponsors? 

Mr. Manpet. I have here a copy of an advertisement in the New 
Republic for December 27, 1939, and on the back cover it lists among 
the sponsors of the American Investors Union at 10 East 40th Street, 
New York, N. Y., the name of Horace Davis, professor of economics, 
Simmons College. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, were you a professor of economics at Sim 
mons College? 

Mr. Davis. It would not occur to you that I might possibly refuse to 
answer that ? 

The CuatrMan. It would occur to us, sir, but would you answer the 
question ¢ 

Mr. Davis. All right. You put it on the record that I decline to 
answer that, too, on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. The record will speak for itself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of the reaction of this particu- 
lar witness, I have here a whole page of Communist activities engaged 
in by one Horace Davis, but in view of the attitude taken by the 
witness 

The CuatrmMan. We had better make our record. 

Mr. Morris. Very well. Were you active in the Workers Alliance 
of the United States, a member of the executive board, 1937? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

The CHamrMan. Same record. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a sponsor of the Conference of Pan-Ameri- 
can Democracy in 1938? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a speaker before the American League 
Against War and Fascism in Fall River, Mass., in July 1937 ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a sponsor of the Schappes Defense Commit- 
tee ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a contributor to the New Masses? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. The same record all the way through, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a sponsor of the International Labor 
Defense ? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the National Advisory 
Board of the American Friends of the Chinese People? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the faculty of the Abraham 
Lincoln School here in Chicago in 1947 ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. Has the citation from the Abraham Lincoln School 
in Chicago been put into our record, Mr. Mandel? 
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Mr. Manpev. The Abraham Lincoln School, of Chicago, Ill., was 
cited asan adjunct of the Communist Party by Attorney General Tom 
Clark in a letter to a Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an editor of the Maryland ClO News? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you sign a petition to free Earl Browder in 1942? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you sign an appeal to release Luis Carlos Prestes 
in 19404 

He was a Brazilian Communist, in the event you may have forgot- 
ten. 

Mr. Davis. You don’t need to remind me. I was in Brazil. I did 
not say I was not in Brazil. 

Mr. Morris. When were you in Brazil, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. You mean because your activities in Brazil might tend 
to incriminate you! 

Mr. Davis. You don’t have to ask the same questions twice. 

The Cuairman. Will you answer the question, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Which question 

The Cnamman,. The last nO put to you. 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer. 

The CaarrMan. Under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Davis. Under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you connected with the Federated Press in 1930? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think I have asked all the questions I 
care to ask this witness. Oh, pardon me. 

Mr. Davis, have you been the author of Labor and Steel? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. You won't tell us whether or not a book purported to 
be written by you entitled “Labor and Steel” was actually written 
by you? 

Mr. Davis. . dec line to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us who was the publisher—this does not 
necessarily call ae your own personal experience—who was the pub- 
lisher of the book Labor and Steel ? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you write a book entitled “Shoes—The Workers 
and the Industry”? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer—same grounds. 

The CHarrman. Now, Mr. Davis, you have told this committee that 
you are now a professor at the Kansas City University, at Kansas 
City, Mo.; you have been there for 614 years. I want to ask you 
whether or not in your teaching you have used any of the books just 
referred to? 

Mr. Davis. Questions about my teaching, Senator, I think are out- 
side your purview, and I shall decline to answer that question, too. 

(Witness consulting with counsel.) 

Mr. Davis. Without any implication that there is anything im- 
proper involved in any of these denials, I simply stand on my rights 
under the first and fifth amendments, and decline to answer. 
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The Cuatrman. I think the record clearly shows that, and this com- 
mittee recognizes your right under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to point out that the questions we asked 
were all particular questions addressed to particular evidence and in- 
formation in possession of the committee’s files, and all of them re 
lated to this man, Horace B. Davis’ connection with the Communist 
International Organization. 

The CuatmMan,. That will be all, Mr. Davis. You may be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. I will call Mr. Spitzer. 

The CuarrMaAN. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn to 
testify ? 

Do you swear the testimony you give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help: you God ¢ 

Mr. Sprrzer. I do. 

The Cuarrman. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF RALPH SPITZER, KANSAS CITY, MO., ACCOMPANIED 
BY ANTHONY BRADLEY EBEN, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


The Cuairman. Will you state your name to the reporter, your full 
name? 

Mr. Sprrzer. My name is Ralph Spitzer. 

The CHairMan. Where do you reside, Mr. Spitzer ? 

Mr. Srrrzer. 5200 Brookside Boulevard, Kansas City, Mo. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Srrrzrer. I am a teacher. 

The CHairman. Where do you teach? 

Mr. SrirzEr. I teach at the University of Kansas City. 

(Witness consults with attorney.) 

Mr. Epen. May we have a moment? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, you may confer with your counsel. 

Mr. Sprrzer. Mr. Chairman, may I insert an objection at this point ? 

The CHairMan. You may. 

Mr. Spitzer. Inasmuch as for the record we have inserted the objec- 
tions that Mr. Davis quoted prev iously, and my attorney has inserted 
them in your record at the previous hearing, I would like to insert them 
in this record at this point also, namely, that this committee does 
not have a quorum, and is not within its purview in making this in- 
vestigation. 

The CuatrMan. All right, proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Spitzer, what do you teach ? 

Mr. Srrrzer. I teach elementary physical chemistry ; chemical kinet- 
ics; quantimechanics; advanced inorganic chemistry; thermodynamics, 
foundations of physical science—oh, several other things in those 
categories. 

Mr. Morris. What rank do you hold at the university ? 

Mr. Srrrzer. Associate professor. 

Mr. Morris. You are now teaching at the University of Kansas City, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I stated that previously. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Now, how long have you been at the Uni- 
versity of Kansas City ? 
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Mr. Spirzer. I have been there about 21% years. 

Mr. Morris. Now, where did you teach prior to your teaching on the 
staff of the Unive rsity of K: ansas C ity ¢ 

Mr. Sprrzer. I taught at the Oregon State ( ‘ollege. 

Mr. Morris. When did you teach at the Oregon State College? 

Mr. Sprrrzer. I believe it was from 1946 to 1949. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show that the 
last witness, Horace Davis, has been passing out releases in the court- 
room while this witness is testifying. 

The Cuairman. The record may so show. May we have one of 
those releases, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Sir? 

The CiarrmMan. May we have one of your releases ? 

Mr. Davis. Sure, it is just what I gave you a little while ago. 

Mr. Sprrvzer. By the way, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHatrman, When did you give us this release, Mr. Davis? 
When did you give this release to this committee ¢ 

Mr. Davis. I gave you the testimony. 

The Cuarrman. You gave what? 

Mr. Davis. That is an abstract of my testimony. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, the testimony you gave just a few moments ago 
in executive session ? 

Mr. Davis. No, in here. 

The Cuamman, I see. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Even. I would like to make it clear, if I may, Senator Jenner, 
I believe that the document which hi as just been handed to you con- 
tains, in substance, Professor Davis’ initial remarks addressed to you. 

The CuarrMan. I was going to say that we will compare your 
statement with the executive record and see whether it is. It seems 
to me that this is a tirade on the committee, and we will check that 
with the record. 

Mr. Srrrzer. Mr. Senator, in my wish to cooperate with this com- 
mittee, | would like to read a brief statement at this point. 

The Cuairman. You may submit the statement. We have a policy 
that we do not receive long statements—— 

Mr. Spirzer. This is not a long statement. 

The Cuairman. You can submit it to the committee. 

Mr. Sprrzer. Do you mean you are not going to give me permission 
to read it at this point ? 

The Cuatrman. May I see the statement ? 

Mr. Sprrrzer. I might say that this is an attempt on my part to as- 
sist the committee in its work. 

(Handing document to chairman.) 

The Cuairman. You may put this statement in the record and 
will become a part of our record. 

(The statement referred to above is in words and figures as fol 
lows:) 


STATEMENT OF Dr. RALPH Sprirzer, PreearepD FOR PRESENTATION TO INTERNAI 
SECURITY SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE SENATE JUpICIARY COMMITTEE, JUNE 9, 1953 


I have been subpenaed by the Internal Security Subcommittee “to testify what 
you may know relative to the subject matters under consideration by said com- 


mittee.” I believe that I can contribute materially to the internal security of 
the Nation by making a statement about the role of science in our lives. 
The health and welfare of a nation’s citizens, as well as military security, de- 


pend upon unbroken scientific advance. That advance has been, since the be- 
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ginning of modern science in the 17th century, closely connected with democracy 
and freedom of Communication and speech. Modern science was born in the 
struggle between Galileo and the authorities for the right to express scientific 
ideas which were at variance with official dogma. Free communication has al- 
ways been considered a prerequisite for scientific advance and a main purpose of 
the Royal Society of London, formed in 1662, was to promote this aim. It has 
long been realized that scientific knowledge was not the prerogative of any group 
or nation. Even Napoleon, in 1818, welcomed the eminent British scientist, Sir 
Humphry Davy, to France and decorated him, despite the death struggle in 
which the two nations were locked. Nor did this act in any way impugn Davy’s 
reputation. 

Until recently, science has been, with rare exceptions, similarly free in our 
country. But the present atmosphere is such as to weaken scientific freedom 
and creativity, to inhibit scientific communication, and even to discourage young 
people from entering the scientific professions. 

In 1950, the director of one of our largest scientific schools stated: * “It must be 
rhefuldy admitted that we (universities) have not produced our share of great 
new germinative ideas in recent years. In atomic research, for example, most 
of the fundamental theoretical progress was made either in European scientists 
or men who had received their training ahroad.” Whatever the reasons for this 
condition, they must be partly a matter of opinion, here is a real threat to our 
internal security. 

I would like to suggest that at least part of the reason for the failure of 

American scientists to produce such great ideas in recent years is the harassment 
to which they are subjected by such committees as the present one. For ex- 
ample, Dr. Harold Urey, Nobel Prize winner and eminent chemist, stated in 
October 1949 in connection with his withdrawal from the Atomic Energy 
Commission : 
Every scientist in a responsible position in the atomic project is hampered or 
even paralyzed in his work if he must permanently be on guard to defend himself 
against ridiculous accusations of real or imaginary violations of petty security 
regulations or against charges of having Communist leanings.” 

From personal experience I can vouch for the distracting nature of such harass- 
ment even for those not on the atomic project, 

One of America’s greatest scientists is Dr. Edward Condon, At considerable 
personal sacrifice, Dr. Condon patriotically assumed the directorship of the 
National Bureau of Standards during the war, only to find it necessary to resign 
after a few years because of constant attacks by the un-American Activities 
Committee. I would respectfully suggest that even if such committees had ac- 
complished any good in their long careers, that good would have been more 
than canceled by the irreparable loss of Drs. Condon and Urey from the Govern- 
ment scientific service. 

The United States has long been thought of as a beacon of all freedoms. Con- 
cerning science, this opinion is fast changing. State Department refusals of visas 
to foreign scientists and passports to American scientists wishing to attend 
international scientfic meetings have elicited official expressions of alarm from 
the largest organization of American scientists, the American Association for 
the Advancement of Science. At least one scientific society, the American 
Psychological Association, has voted not to extend invitations for international 
meetings to be held in this country because of embarrassment and hindrances 
caused by State Department and congressional regulations. A trend like this, if 
continued, might result in the complete isolation of American scientists from 
world science. In view of the fact, previously noted, that most great scientific 
discoveries come from abroad, such isolation would be disastrous for American 
science and with it American security in the large sense. 

I therefore respectfully urge this committee to abandon its harrying of in- 
dividuals and return to its true purpose: The preparing of legislation for 
strengthening the internal security of the Nation. High on the list of such 
legislation should be laws undoing the present hindrances to freedom of travel, 
communication, and expression of scientists as well as of all other citizens. 


The Cuatrman. You may proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Spitzer, what did you teach at the Oregon State 
University ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. Subjects very similar to—do you wish the whole list ? 


1 See New York Times, September 30, 1950 
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Mr. Morrts. No. How long did you teach there? 

Mr. Sprvzer. I taught there for 3 years. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do prior to your teaching at the Oregon 
State University ¢ 

Mr. Sprrzer. May | insert a correction here ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Certainly. 

Mr. Spirzer. It is the Oregon State College. 

Mr. Morris. The Oregon State College. 

Mr. Sprrzer. Will you repeat the question, please. 

Mr. Morris. What did you teach—where did you teach and what 
did you teach prior to your tour of duty at the Oregon State College ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I did not teach prior to that. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you have related to us your whole teach- 
ing career, in substance 2 

Mr. Spirzer. With the exception of acting as graduate assistant— 
that is a technical point—I don’t know whether that is a faculty 
appointment. 

Mr. Morris. What is that? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I was graduate assistant, assisting in laboratory, in 
elementary chemistry, when I got my doctor of philosophy degree 
at Cal Tech. 

Mr. Morris. Now, from what universities have you obtained your 
degrees ¢ 

Mr. Sprrzer. I obtained the bachelor of arts degree, with honors, at 
Cornell University in 1938; and the doctor of philsophy from the 
California Institute of Technology in 1941. 

Mr. Morris. And you have also held a National Research fellow- 
ship at the University of California for 1 year, have you not? 

Mr. Sprrzer. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And you received that from the National Research 
Council? 

Mr. Sprrzer. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, during the war you were connected with the 
scientific research development program, were you not ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us in full about that, Mr. Spitzer. 

Mr. Sprrzer. I don’t believe that that is a question that can be 
answered; I don’t believe I could tell you in full with the time at the 
disposal of this committee, something that has occupied several years 
of my life. 

Mr. Morris. Give us a reasonably brief description of your duties. 

Mr. Sprrzer. Excuse me. , 

(Consulting with attorney.) 

The Cuarrman. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with counsel. . 

Mr. Sprrzer. My duties there were to engage in scientific research 
and development work in connection with underwater explosives. It 
was primarily fundamental research on the nature of the shock wave, 
and the nature of the various phenomena connected with underwater 
explosives. 

In connection with this work I have been the recipient of the War 
Department and the Navy Department citation for—will, let me read 
this, if I may. 

Mr. Morris. Sure. 
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Mr. Sprrzer (Reading): 

The War Department and the Navy Department express to Ralph W. Spitzer 
their appreciation for his outstanding contribution to the work of research 
and development during World War II. 

It is signed by Robert P. Patterson, Secretary of War, James For- 
restal, Secret: iry of the Navy, Washington, D. C., June 1, 1947. 

Would you like—is that sufficient ? 

Mr. Morris. You have carried on that work mostly in Woods Hole, 
Mass., have you not? 

Mr. Srirzer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. That was the site of the experiments, is that right? 

Mr. Spitzer. Most of them, yes. 

Mr. Morris. It was a project headed in part by Professor Wilson 
and then by Prof. Paul Cross? 

Mr. Spirzer. Correct. 

Mr. Morris. During that period of time you were doing that work 
for scientific research development, were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Srrrzer. I shall decline to answer that question, Mr. Counselor, 
on the ground of the privilege provided by the fifth amendment. M4 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Spitzer, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you had your national research fellowship at the Uni- 
versity of California ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you obtained your doctor of philosophy degree from the California 
Institute of Technology in 1941? 

Mr. Srrrzer. I decline to answer on the same ground, 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party while 
you were on the faculty of the Oregon State College? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Communist Party 
while you were on the faculty of the University of Kansas City? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the Communist Party as you 
testify in this courtroom here today ? 

Mr. Srrrzer. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Have you applied for a passport to travel abroad? 

Mr. Spritzer. Excuse me. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

The CHArrMAN. You may consult with counsel. 

Mr. Sprrzer. Now, do you mind repeating the question again, 
please ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you applied for a passport to travel abroad 
from the United States State Department ? 

Mr. Ensen. At any time? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Spitzer. Yes. 

Mr. Morrts. When did you last apply ? 

Mr. Srerrzer. I don’t quite remember the date. 

Mr. Morris. Approximately when was it? 

(Witness consults counsel.) 

Mr. Sprrrzer. It was in—it must have been the spring of 1950, I 
believe. 
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Mr. Morris. Did the State Department refuse to grant you a pass- 
port ¢ 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Sprrrzer. The State Department did not refuse to grant mea 
passport. 

Mr. Morris. Did you withdraw your application for a passport ? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Epen. May we have a moment, please. 

The CHairMan. Surely. 

Mr. Sprrzer. I have forgotten the question. Would you repeat 
the question, please. 

(Record read by the reporter as follows :) 

“Did you withdraw your application for a passport ¢” 

Mr. Sperrzer. No, I did not. 

Mr. Morrts. What happened to the application for a passport ; 
vou applied for it and you did not withdraw it, do you have the pass- 
port ¢ 

(Witness conferring with counsel. ) 

Mr. Srrrzer. It was granted. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have a passport now 4 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Sprrzer. I decline to answer that question, Mr. Counselor, on 
the ground of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Was the passport withdrawn, Mr. Spitzer ? 

Mr. Sprrzer. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Spitzer, when you were working for the Office 
of Scientific Research Development during the war—and by the way, 
it was because of your work with the Scientific Research Development 
that you were deferred from active military service; is that right? 

Mr. Spirzer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you asked whether or not. in the Government 
forms you were signing, whether or not you have been a member of 
an organization that advocated the overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence a standard oath ot people working for the Gov- 
ernment ¢ 

Mr. Srrrzer. I really don’t recollect that, Mr. Counselor. I have 
filled out many forms in my life, and I cannot recollect that. 

Mr. Morris. Do you remember whether or not you filled outa form 
asking you whether or not you had ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Sprrrzer. No, I don’t remember, 

Mr. Morris. You can’t recall 7 

Mr. Sprrzer. No, I can’t recall. 

The Cuarrman, If there are no further questions the witness will 
be excused, and the committee will now adjourn. 

(Whereupon, at 1:45 p.m., Tuesday, June 9, 1953, the subcommittee 
adjourned sine die.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 1953 


Unrrep Srares SENATE, 
SuBcoMMIT?reEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act AND OruerR INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws, ofr THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 12 noon, in the caucus 
room, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present : Senators Jenner, Welker, McCarran, and Johnston. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, research director; and Robert C. McManus, staff member. 

The Cuairman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Mishchenko, please. 

The CuatrmMan. Will you be sworn to testify? Do you swear that 
the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Dr. MisncuEenKko. I do. 

Mr. Morris. You might swear the interpreter now also, Mr. Chair 
man. 

The Cuatrman. Will you please be sworn? Do you swear that the 
testimony you give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Gsovsky. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DR. MICHAEL MISHCHENKO, PSYCHIATRIST, NEW- 
BERRY STATE HOSPITAL, NEWBERRY, MICH., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS INTERPRETER, VLADIMIR GSOVSKY, CHIEF, FOREIGN 
LAW SECTION, LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Morris. Dr. Mishchenko, will you give your full name and your 
residence to the stenographic reporter ? 

Dr. MisucHenko. Michael Mishchenko, doctor of psychiatry. 

Mr. Morris. Is that spelled M-i-s-h-c-h-e-n-k-o? 

Dr. MisncHenko. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside, Dr. Mishchenko ? 

Dr. MisncuENKO. Newberry State Hospital, Newberry, Mich. 

Mr. Morris. Newberry State Hospital in Michigan. What is your 
present occupation ? 

Dr. MisncuEenko. Physician; psychiatrist. 

Mr. Morris. Physician and psychiatrist. 

I wonder if the interpreter would give us his full name, please. 
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Mr. Gsovsky. I am Dr. Vladimir Gsovsky, \V-l-a-d-i-m-i-r 
(1-S-0-V-S k-y. 

Mr. Morris. Do you work in the Library of Congress ? 

Mr. Gsovsky. Yes,sir: Chief of the Foreign Law Section. 

Mr. Morris. You are here today to aid Dr. Mishchenko give testi- 
MOny before the committee 2 

Mr. Gsovsky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. We are grateful for your services today. 

Mr. Gsovsxy. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Mishchenko, will you tell us what has been your 
academic and professional training ? 

Dr. Misucuenko, I have been a psychiatrist, a professor in differ 
ent institutions in the Ukraine in different positions : Assist- 
ant professor, full professor, working from 1929 to 1944 in Ukraine. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a psychiatrist and physician in Soviet 
Ukraine from 1929 to 1944? 

Dr. Misticurnko, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your academic and professional 
training’ Perhaps if I could read these things it would be easier, 
Doctor. Have you been a graduated doctor of medicine from Khar- 
kov University, graduating in 1928? 

Dr. Misucnenko. Yes, Kharkov University. 

Mr. Morris. Were you assistant professor, lecturer of psychiatry, 
and cerebral physiologis st at the Ukraine Psychoneurological Academy 
and Institute for Experimental Medicine at Kharkov U niversity ? 

Dr. Misncuenko. Yes. It is different institutions, Ukraine insti- 
tutions: Ukraine Psychoneurological Institute; Institute of Experi- 
mental Medicine; and University. 

Mr. Gsovsky. Three different institutions, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a professor of psychiatry and experi- 
mental psychology at Kharkov University from 1941 to 1943? 

Dr. MisuicieNnKko. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Professor of psychiatry from 1943 to 1944 at Lvov 
University ? 

Dr. MisticueNKo. Lyov University. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been in the Munich-Ukraine University in 
Germany as professor of psychiatry and experimental psychology 
from 1945 to 1949? 

Dr. Misucuenko, Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you are now a psychiatrist at Newberry State 
Hospital in Newberry, Mich. ? 

Dr. Misticuennko. Yes; from 1949 until the present time. 

Mr. Morris. And they are your qualifications with respect to giving 
testimony here tod: ay about a book on Soviet psye ‘his atry ¢ 

Mr. Gsovsxy. Yes, sir. 

Dr. Misucuenko. Yes. I have 45 scientific works in Ukraine, Rus- 
sia, Germany, and English. 

Mr. Gsovsxy. Doctor wants to emphasize that he has 45 printed 
scientific works in psychiatry published in various languages. 

Mr. Morris. Forty-five printed works in psychiatry in various 
languages. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of bringing this witness here today is to 
round out the testimony of a witness given here a week or so ago, a 
Dr. Joseph Wortis, who is a rather prominent psychiatrist who testi- 
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fied before this committee that he had trained thousands of young 
psychiatrists in the United States on the staff of Bellevue Hospital. I 
think he stated that he had been a protege of Havelock Ellis and Sig- 
mund Freud. I think he testified it was he who introduced shock 
treatments in the United States, and he has written a book called 
Soviet Psychiatry. 

Dr. Wortis was a witness before the committee in connection with 
testimony and evidence that the committee had received concerning 
his being a Communist. That was Dr. Joseph Wortis. We asked 
him whether or not he was a member of the Communist Party when 
he had been engaging in all the activities he told us about and he re- 
fused to answer on the grounds of the fifth amendment. He also re- 
fused to tell us whether or not he was a Communist when he wrote 
Soviet Psychiatry. That is the book in question. He told us how 
extensively that book has been circulated among American psychia- 
trists. 

The Cuarrman. And he had never been to Russia. 

Mr. Morris. And in order to get a qualified interpretation of this 
particular book, we have asked Dr. Mishchenko who is a scientist, 
whose qualifications have been now put in the record, to give us an 
analysis of this book. Dr. Wortis has testified that 10,000 copies of 
this volume have been circulated in universities and in the medical 
profession. 

Dr. Mishchenko, have you read Soviet Psychiatry, by Joseph 
Wortis ? 

Dr. MisucHenko, Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us your expert opinion of that particular 
volume based on your own experience ? 

Dr. Misticuenko. I can read my opinion. 

Mr. Morris. Just a minute. Have you prepared your answer to that 
question ¢ 

Dr. Misucuenko. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What language does it appear in ¢ 

Mr. Gsovsky. In Russian. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Interpreter, will you read the translation of that 
document as Dr. Mishchenko has prepared it? 

You have prepared this yourself, have you not, Doctor? 

Dr. MisHcHenko. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. This is your answer to the question and it is in Russian ? 

Dr. MisucHenko. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you read the translation in English ? 

The Cuamman. Let the interpreter read your tr: anslation in E nglish 
for the committee. Read the whole thing. 

Mr. Gsovsky. For convenience we will go by phrases. 

Mr. Morrts. We were trying to save time ¢ and ask you to read the 
whole thing in English. 

Mr. Gsovsky. Without the Russian ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Gsovsxy. I would not be able to read that because there are 
a hundred notes. 

The Cuatrman. You read it in Russian and then the interpreter 
will translate it. 

Dr. MisncuEenko (through interpreter Gsovsky). The book by Dr. 
Wortis represents a collection of Soviet official material permeated 
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with the spirit of Communist militant philosophy common to all 
Soviet sciences. Materials were selected for the book one-sidedly 
without any consideration in an objective manner of other concepts 
prevailing in the free world, without a critical evaluation of the true 
situation in the Soviet Union, the situation of Soviet Union science and 
particularly of psychiatry, the position of the scientist, and the state of 
public health and psychic health of the population. 

In the book there could be found overt and camouflaged sympathy 
of the author to the totalitarian regime prevailing in the Soviet Union, 
sympathy to the violence against human freedom in all fields of activ- 
ities of a Soviet man, in particular in the sphere of sciences and 
especially in the sphere of psychiatry. 

For example, in the preface, the author states, and I quote: 

Soviet psychiatry can be best understood if it is related to three basic sources 
of inference: One, its Socialist setting in a broad framework of public-health 
services; two, its conformity with the general principles of dialectic material 
ism; and three, the teachings of Pavlov. 

The author should be aware that all three of these statements have 
a political and propaganda nature because they are not justified by 
the practice in building up the Soviet state in science, and in particular 
psychiatry. For example, the cultivation of agriculture which de- 
stroyed private farming and the socialization of industry with de- 
stroyed private enterprise caused an increase of diseases, and espe- 
cially psychic diseases, because these factors caused impoverishment 
of population, enslavement of laborers and peasants, exploitation of 
the labor population beyond their capacity, genocide, creation of con- 
centration labor camps in which there are about 20 million inmates, 
and enslavement of women and children. 

The author should know that science, and psychiatry in particular, 
is not free in the Soviet Union. Science in general and psychiatry 
in particular are instruments of political strategy and tactics of the 
Communist government in its imperialistic efforts to conquer the 
whole world, and, for those reasons, the currents in scientifie methods 
are under constant change under the influence of the communistic 
pressure of the government and police terror. This is the essence of 
the publication of the Soviet philosophical doctrine, so-called dialec- 
tic materialism, suggested by the authors Marx and Engels, which 
philosophy is also subject to constant changes depending upon the 
political conditions. 

I would not quote here the general philosophical statements men- 
tioned in the book because they might not be suitable for this hear- 
ing, but I emphasize that they are in many instances distortions of 
the origjnal teachings. 

With reference to the third point, namely, the statement that Soviet 
psychiatry is based on the teachings of Pavlov, I must accuse the 
author of being insincere. The author should know to what violence 
science is exposed in the Soviet Union, particularly psychiatry and 
particularly the teachings of the scientist Pavlov. For a good 20 
years, the teachings of Pavlov were suppressed and his name was al- 
most forgotten, and his disciples, Orbeli and Spansky, and many 
others, were forced to change their views under the political pressure. 

The author could not fail to observe that only recently (1950) the 
power of teaching was restored, but with considerable changes caused 
by political considerations. Now, the Soviet psychiatry is revised to 
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bring under it the fundamentals of Pavlov’s teachings. The author 
fails to admit the fact that Pavlov himself gave due credit for the 
American science being more advanced than “the Soviet science. 

Here |pointing to book] I refer to the collection of collected 
works by Pavlov and to a statement in the volume, “Twenty 
years’ experience of objective studies of the high nervous activities 
of animals.” On page 14 Pavlov states, for instance, that “the honor 
of the first in time step on the new path must be recognized to Edward 
Thorndike.” Then he mentions also such names as Parker, Watson, 
and in general makes the statement that the Americans, judging by the 
book of Thorndike, entered the new part first “and in a way different 
than I did with my collaborators 

There is no statement in the book by Dr. Wortis concerning the 
recognition of the merits and contributions of American psychology 
given by Professor Pavlov. 

Mr. Morris. You added something to his statement that time, did 
you? 

Mr. Gsovsky. No; 1 just summarized the whole statement. 

Dr. Misncnenko (through interpreter Gsovsky). The author should 
know that the Pavlov current in physiology must pay tribute to the 
American influence. This is how the matter stands with regard to 
three basic statements on Soviet psychiatry, psychiatry made by the 
author. They are wrong. They are Soviet propaganda and are behind 
the strategy of Moscow. 

After he spends 10 pages expounding Soviet Communist philosophy, 
speaks about bourgeois Pand proletarian science, he stresses that the 
Soviet psychiatrist serves the people, and does not say a word that the 
American psychiatrist just as well serves the people, and even tries to 
submit his own evidence to the allegation that Soviet science is free. 
Namely, on page 10, he states: 

What happens to the dissident scientific opinion in the U. SS. S. R.? 
Dissident opinion is tolerated in the Soviet Union just as it is here, but is subject 
to strong social sanctions, as it is here. 

I want to question the author: What happened to a series of special 
branches of science which were suppressed by order of the Communist 
Party, namely, pedology, reflexology, anthropogenetics, reactology, 
and many others? The author of the book belongs to an analytic cur- 
rent in psychiatry as a disciple of Freud. It is known to him that this 
current is strictly forbidden in the Soviet Union and the names 
of Freud and Adler are mentioned with great contempt as manifesta- 
tion of bourgeois idealistic psychiatry. 

I submit a list of Ukrainian scientists in the Ukraine alone who were 
subject to high penalties and sufferings because of their views. This 
is an article written by me in the Ukrainian Quarterly, autumn 1949, 
published by the Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, page 314: 

Professor Zaluzhny, a pioneer in the field of Ukrainian pedology was sent to a 
forced labor camp for life; Professor Popov was tortured in prison; Professor 
Sokolansky, a specialist in remedial work with deaf mutes, ete., was imprisoned 
and finally exiled; Professor Nikolajyv, the most prominent Ukrainian anthro- 
pologist, was deprived of his chair and imprisoned; Professor Semkovsky, an 
eminent philosopher and director of the Marxian Leninist Institute of Philosophy 
in Kharkov, politically active and a former member of the Second International, 
Was sent to Siberia. Soon afterward, Professor Semkovsky’s successor, Pro- 
fessor Yurynec, was also arrested. An especially painful loss for all Ukrainian 
science was the deportation of the academician, Stepan Rudnytsky, a famous 
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Ukrainian geographer and director of the Geographical Research Institute. All 
this happened in one Ukrainian city of Kharkiw. Many thousands of other 
scientists perished at the same time in other cities of the Ukrainian Soviet 
Republic. 

It is to be noted that in the chapter on the organization of the psy- 
chiatry, the author relates several steps taken by the Soviet Govern- 
ment in the field of public health and quotes the Soviet Constitution. 
These sections do not relate to psychiatry or public health, but they 
relate to the general rights of the Soviet citizens and are quoted 
incorrectly. 

Thus, the author quotes a section of the Soviet Constitution which 
states that a normal workday in the Soviet Union is 7 hours, but there 
isa sweatshop system in the Soviet Union called Stakhanovism, More- 
over, the author quoted the text of this section as it was originally 
promulgated, but in 1940 a decree of the presidium, an administrative 
body established an 8 hour working day instead of 7. Moreover, this 
administrative decree then was incorporated into the constitution in 
1947 officially, so that at the present time section quoted by the author 
as guaranteeing a 7-hour workday reads an 8-hour workday since 1947, 

This must be understood as a 48-hour week. 

The author failed to mention that the work of the agricultural 
population of the collective farmers is under no limitations and they 
work up to 16 and 18 hours a day. He failed to mention that child 
labor and labor by females is applied in a large scale and is under 
the authority of the Government. He failed to mention the system 
of slave labor in the concentration camps where the working day 
reaches the number of 16 hours. 

Another section quoted by the author concerning social security is 
a mere declaration because it is in fact never carried out. Therefore, 
the country is filled with beggars, roaming around the streets, and 
asking for alms. 

The section on women employment was specially created in order 
to show the female ability for heavy duties in digging canals and 
earthwork, mining, and similar employment. He never mentioned 
that the women who are employed and who raise children have to stand 
for hours in the queues to get a mere piece of bread. 

In speaking of the free medical help, the author did not mention 
that there are two kinds of help, that is, of medical help, given in 
the Soviet Union: One, by people of high qualifications, which help 
is given to the Communist bureaucracy, and then unqualified people 
for the rest of the population. 

The author failed to mention the draft of child labor when chil- 
dren are taken at the age of 14 from their families and by draft sent 
to work in the plants and factories. 

The author quotes Soviet statistics on the number of psychiatric 
beds and the number of cases of psychiatric disease. These statistics, 
as any statistics in the Soviet Union, are wrong. I know precisely 
that no new psychiatric hospital was ever built in the Soviet Union 
since the establishment of the Soviet regime and if they increase the 
number of beds, it is a question of where these beds could be put. The 
increase in the psychiatric diseases is caused by the political terror 
and all the conditions that I described before. ~ 


Chronic psychiatrics 
are wandering around the streets. 
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During the 30 years of the Soviet regime, three psychiatric epi- 
demics are registered, epidemics which were forgotten since the Mid- 
dle Ages when they : appeared in the time of the Inquisition. These 
e pidemie s affected large masses of the population. 

In describing the current of Soviet psychiatry, I did not find the 
mention by the author of the work by Professor Ganushkin which 
established a new specific psychiatric disease for Soviet life, namely, 
the premature tiredness of the population, or a premature sclerosis of 
the brain connected with these heavy, hard physical and mental work; 
likewise, a well-known Soviet Union monograph by Professor Rokhlin, 
“Psychohygiene of the Communist Party,” which was published in the 
thirties. In this monograph, the author selected psychiatric material 
in the membership of the Communist Party and he has established that 
the membership of the Communist Party is composed of a large num- 
ber of persons showing a moral degeneration, alcoholism, syphilis, and 
psychopaths. The author was subjected to heavy penalties, was im- 
prisoned and 11 ribs were broken. 

In chapter 11, the author speaks about Soviet justice, legality, and 
morality. He refers to Mr. Vishinsky, who was instrumental in com- 
mitting the greatest crimes ever committed in history. For example, 
Mr. Vishinsky was instrumental in bringing about numerous sen- 
tences against the political opposition to Stalin by members of the 
Communist Party and leaders of the revolution. He even makes 
reference as material for Soviet psychiatry to statements by Mr, 
Gromyko which, in my opinion, is nothing else than fence-post litera- 
ture. The quotation stating that people in palaces live and think 
differently from those in huts is used as evidence of the materialistic 
basis of the Soviet psychology, although neither Gromyko or Vishin- 
sky or similar authors had any relation to psychiatry. 

The author considers that Zhdanov, the late secretary of the Com- 
munist Party, and in particular Lenin, were scientists who contribute 
to the decision of all psychological problems, although these gentle- 
men had no relation whatsoever to psychology and psychiatry. 

In the analysis of the book, I primarily touched upon the methodo- 
logical side of the book and stressed only the most salient points, and 
I find that it is built up upon false declaratory Communist statements, 
is built up one-sidedly without a proper critical analysis, and has for 
its purpose active Moscow propaganda among the youth abroad in 
order to weaken the moral resistance of the free people and cause 
their spiritual disintegration. 

The Cuarrman. At this time, I want our record to show that I am 
quoting from Dr. Wortis, the author of the book that you have just 
reviewed by Dr. Mishchenko, where he stated: 

In 1948, a representative for the Williams & Wilkins Co. in Baltimore, came to 
New York to discuss with me the possibility of my doing a book to cover the 
field of what is going on in Russian psychiatry at this time, about which many 
of my colleagues had expressed a lively curiosity. I undertook to write this 
book and had the help of the Harvard University School of Russian Studies, 
took leave from hospital appointments for a period, attempted to learn the 
difficult Russian language, and wrote the book on the basis of a survey of all 
of the literature available to me. 

The record also shows that Dr. Wortis wrote this book and never 
had even been in Russia. 

The book has been very well received in the profession, both here and abroad, 
and I might say, regardless of what people think of what is going on in the 
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Soviet Union scientifically, every review that I can recall has regarded the book 
as a very valuable source of factual material, and to mention only one typical 
review, the Journal of the American Medical Association described the book 
as a monumental work and attested to the accuracy of the factual material 
therein contained, 

The book has gone into a second printing, has sold nearly 10,000 copies, and 
is appearing in both a French and Spanish translation. 


I want to thank you, Doctor, and I want to thank you, sir, for 
coming over here to interpret this fine contribution to our committee 
work. Thank you very much. 

We will recess at this time. 

(Whereupon, at 12:50 p. m., the committee recessed, subject to 


call.) 
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